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PREFACE 

by 

VIRGINIA   C.    GILDERSLEEVE 

Chairman  ,    Executive   Commi  ttee 

American   Middle   East  Relief,   Inc. 


It  would  be  hard  enough  to  solve  the  tangled  and 
bitter  problems  of  the  Middle  East  i  f  we  had  the  facts 
before  us.  Without  the  facts  it  is  impossible.  This  book 
is  a  scholarly  attempt  to  give  a  sound  account  of  the 
history  of  the  "Arab  Refugees",  and  with  these  facts  to 
correct  some  widespread  misconceptions  of  how  this  tragic 
problem  arose.  Its  statements  are  carefully  supported  by 
the  best  documentary  evidence  available.  It  helps  build 
a  sound  factual  foundation  on  which  the  solution  to  be 
found   by   the  United  Nations  must   be   built. 

The  book  is  written  from  the  Arab  point  of  view. 
This  is  valuable,  especially  to  Americans,  since  the 
great  majority  of  statements  made  in  this  country  have 
been  definitely  from  the  Zionist  point  of  view,  and  we 
need  some  corrective.  Unless  we  make  far  more  effort  to 
understand  the  psychology  of  the  Arabs,  and  to  realize 
how  the  refugee  problem  looks  to  them,  we  shall  continue 
to  impede  any  real  settlement  in  the  stormy  Middle  East. 
But  if  the  reader  of  this  book  peruses  it  thoughtfully, 
he  will  see  why  the  Arabs  consider  the  Zionists  foreign 
invaders  who  have  stolen  from  these  refugees  the  home 
land  which  their  fathers  had  tilled  for  over  a  thousand 
years. 
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My  own  interest  in  the  Near  and  Middle  East  started 
from  the  educational  side.  I  have  long  been  on  the  Board 
of  the  Near  East  College  Association  and  there  became 
acquainted  with  the  American  institutions  which  have  done 
so  much  for  the  Near  East  countries  in  bringing  American 
education  to  them,  and  done  so  much  for  our  own  nation  in 
winning  friends  for  us  in  those  lands  and  knowledge  of 
their  ancient  and  beautiful  cultures.  A  few  years  ago, 
when  I  told  friends  I  was  working  in  the  Middle  East  field, 
they  said,  "Why  in  the  world  have  you  chosen  that?"  or 
"Where  is  it?"  or  "Why  is  that  of  any  interest  and  use?" 
But  now  when  I  mention  the  Middle  East  people  say  "Tell 
me   about   it! 

They  have  begun  to  realize  the  immense  importance 
to  our  country  of  this  part  of  the  world,  strategically, 
economically,  politically;  some  of  them  have  even  begun 
to  realize  and  regret  the  hatred  for  the  United  States, 
caused  by  our  policies  and  acts  of  recent  years,  which 
has  replaced  the  former  friendship  in  many  millions  of 
Middle  Eastern  hearts,  and  to  know  that  this  hatred  con- 
stitutes a  grave  danger  to  our  country. 

This  book  by  Dr.  Sayegh  is  a  real  contribution  to  our 
understanding  and  therefore  a  step  towards  some  solution 
of  this   cruel  problem. 


New  York 
January  31,    1952 
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FOREWORD 
by 

WILLIAM   ERNEST   HOCKING 

Al ford  P ro fessor   Emeritus 

Harvard  Universi  ty 


This  treatise  by  Dr.  Fayez  Sayegh  is  of  great  im- 
portance. It  presents  an  array  of  well  documented  facts 
which  should  provide  a  clear  and  definitive  answer  to  the 
often  debated  questions:  "Why  did  the  Arabs  leave  their 
homes  in  Palestine?"  and  "What  are  the  reasons  for  their 
present  desperate  plight  as  refugees?"  It  points  out  that 
no  solution  can  be  considered  fair  which  disregards  the 
basic   right  of  these   refugees   to   return   to  their  homes. 

Dr.  Sayegh  is  a  scholar  well  equipped  for  this  study, 
having  had  ample  facilities  to  consult  official  sources. 
The  son  of  a  Presbyterian  minister,  he  was  born  in  Syria, 
and  was  educated  at  the  Scots  College  in  Safad,  Palestine, 
and  later  at  the  American  University  of  Beirut,  Lebanon, 
where  he  obtained  his  M.A.  degree  in  philosophy.  He  taught 
philosophy  at  his  alma  mater  and  later  came  to  the  United 
States  to  receive  his  Ph.D.  in  philosophy  from  Georgetown 
University. 

His  writings  include,  besides  a  number  of  works  in 
Arabic,    a  treatise  in  English  on   "Existential  Philosophy". 


INTRODUCTION 


On   the   15th   of  December    1951,    nineteen   prominent 
Americans    submitted   to    the   General    Assembly   of   the   United 
Nations    a   Memorandum   on    the    Arab    refugees.       This    Memorandum 
was    then  published    as    a    117-page   booklet.         It   has    already- 
drawn   some    favorable    comments,    editorial    and   otherwise,     in 
the    American   press.       Thus,     The   Nation,    which   published    the 
full    text   of   the    first    section   of   the   Memorandum   in    its 
issue   of  December   29,     1951,    voiced    full    support    for   its 
purposes    and   wrote    editorially: 

"It    is    with    great    satisfaction   that   we  present    in 
this    issue    the   proposals    for   a   solution   of  the    Arab- 
refugee   problem   presented    last   week   in   the  form   of   a 
memorandum   to    the   United    Nations. "2 

The   New  York    Times,     in    an    editorial,    hailed    the    plan    as 
"sensible   and   imaginative,"    "a  fine  example   of  civic    initia- 
tive   and   good   sense,"  worthy  of  "consideration   and    support.  "3 
Several   outstanding    readers    of   the    Times — including   Messrs. 
Hans   Kohn,4     Carl    Alpert    (Director,    Education  Department, 
Zionist   Organization   of   America),       Louis   Lipsky    (Chairman, 
American   Zionist   Council),6    Daniel    A.    Poling,    Carl    Hermann 
Voss,    and  Karl   Baehr    (respectively    Co-Chairman,     Chairman   of 


The  Arab  Refugee  Problem.    How  It  Can  Be  Solved.    Proposals   sub- 
mitted to  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations,   December  1951. 
Submitted  by  Dr.   Dewey  Anderson,   Dr.    Henry  A.   Atkinson,   Dr.    Donald  B. 
Cloward,   Dr.    Frederick  May  Eliot,   Tlie  Rt.  Rev.  Charles  K.   Gilbert,   Earl 
G.   Harrison,  Tne  Very  Rev.    Ivan  Lee  Holt,   Freda  Kirchway,   Dr.   Kenneth 
Scott  Latourette,  Archibald  MacLeish,  Dr.   Daniel  L.   Marsh,   The  Rt.  Rev. 
Norman  B.  Nash,   Dr.   Reinhold  Niebuhr,  James  G.   Patton,   Paul  Porter, 
Jacob  S.   Potofsky,  Prof.   James  T.   Shotwell,   Dr.   Russell  H.    Stafford, 
and  Sumner  Welles. 

2The  Nation,   December  29,    1951. 

3 "The  Arab  Refugees,"   in  the  New  York  Times,   December  20,    1951. 

*New  York  Times,   December  26,    1951. 

SIbid.  6Ibid„  December  29,    1951. 


the    Executive    Council,     and   Executive    Secretary,    of   the 
American    Christian   Palestine    Committee)7 — joined    that   paper 
in    supporting    the    Memorandum   or    the    Times*     editorial    com- 
ments   thereon. 


For   having    shown   deep    concern    over    the    fate   of   the 
Palestine    refugees — whom    two    popular    American   magazines 
recently    described    as    "The   Eorgotten"^--and    for   having 
sought    some    permanent    solution    for    their   problem,    other 
than    temporary,    precarious,    and  humiliating    relief,     the 
authors    of    the   Memorandum   deserve* the    gratitude    of   the 
refugees    themselves    and    their    fellow    countrymen. 

Worthy   of   appreciation,     also,     is    the    fact    that    the 
Memorandum    affirms,    and    is   partly    guided    by,    some    basic 
truths    about    the   problem   which    are    usually    forgotten    if  not 
deliberately    overlooked,    and    emphasizes    certain    fundamental 
principles    without    which   no    solution    of    the    problem   can   be 
just    or    lasting.     Thus    it    is    stated    clearly    at    the    outset   of 
the    Memorandum    that    the   problem    "is    the    responsibility   of 
the    international    community"    (page    7).      This    truth   is    accom- 
panied   by    the    sound   warning    that    the    said    responsibility    is 
not    one    which    can    be    discharged    by    "protracted   palliative 
measures"    (page    7),     for    "a   program    limited    to    relief  will 
only    complete    the    demoralization    of   the    Arab    refugee" 
(page    117),  and    "three   years   of   palliative    measures   have   not 
alleviated   his   misery"    (page    7).       A    third   principle    states 
that    "in    seeking    a    solution    for    the    Arab    refugee   problem, 
the    international    community   must    remember    the    circumstances 
under    which    that   problem    arose"    (page    11).       Fourthly,    it    is 
emphasized    that,     to    resolve    the    problem,     "it    is    necessary 
first    to    take    it   out   of   the    vacuum    to    which    it   has    been 
relegated,     to    look    at    it    in    the    full    context    of   its    cause 
and    effect,    political    and    economic,     its    relationship    to 
the    peace    and   well    being    of   the    area    and,     therefore,    to    the 
security    of   the    world    at    large"    (page    7).       Finally,    it    is 
affirmed    that    neither   the    Arab    refugee    problem   nor   what    the 
authors    call    the    "Jewish    refugee    problem"    "can    be    solved    at 
the    expense    of    the   other"    (page    14). 


7Ibid.,  December  27,    1951. 

Bell,    James,    "The  Forgotten  Arab  Refugees,"  Life,    September   17, 
1951;    and    "The  Forgotten,"   Time,    October   1,    1951. 


But,  unfortunately,  the  authors  have  not  succeeded 
in  emancipating  themselves  completely  from  the  grip  of 
those  misconceptions,  half-truths,  or  distortions  which 
have  been  shrewdly  and  systematically  disseminated  in  the 
last  three  or  four  years.   Consequently,  their  understand- 
ing of  the  nature  of  the  problem  is  essentially  vitiated  by 
their  uncritical  acceptance — among  other  things — of  such 
absurd  accounts  of  its  origins  and  causes  as  even  a  casual 
acquaintance  with  the  authoritatively  documented  facts  will 
refute.   Furthermore,  their  proposals  for  a  permanent  solu- 
tion are,  as  we  shall  show  later,  in  direct  opposition  to 
some  of  the  basic  principles  which  they  themselves  proclaim 
as  conditions  for  a  genuine  solution.   Finally,  the  authors 
seem  to  listen  too  attentively  to  the  counsel  of  acquies- 
cence in,  and  acceptance  of,  the  accomplished  fact — which 
counsel  is  frequently  justified  far  beyond  validity  in  the 
name  of  expediency,  or  dignified  with  the  oft-abused  name 
of  "realism. " 

It  is  in  a  modest  endeavor  to  indicate  and  remedy 
the  shortcomings  inherent  in  the  Memorandum  that  these 
pages  are  written.   Our  primary  purpose  is  to  state  the 
facts — the  full  facts — about  the  Palestine  refugees  and  to 
present  the  picture — the  total  picture — of  their  situation. 
Our  sole  motive  is  to  state  the  truth--the  whole  truth — 
about  a  problem  which  has  so  far  been  wrapped  in  layers  of 
falsehoods  and  half-truths,  when  not  entirely  forgotten. 
For  half-truths  are  often  more  dangerous  than  total  false- 
hoods. 


Besides  the  description  of  the  true  nature  of  the 
problem  and  the  restatement  of  the  case  for  the  Palestine 
refugees,  a  second  task — which  is  subservient  and  inci- 
dental, but  nevertheless  complementary,  to  the  first — will 
also  engage  us  (in  the  text  and  mainly  in  the  Appendix). 

Inasmuch  as  the  authors  seem  to  have  arrived  at 
their  conclusions  through  a  survey  of  the  "facts"  subse- 
quently reiterated  in  their  Memorandum,  and  inasmuch  as  it 
seems  that  they  presented  those  "facts"  to  the  reader  with 
the  intention  of  submitting  to  him  not  merely  the  conclu- 
sions they  had  arrived  at  but  also  the  grounds  thereof, 


it  seemed  necessary  for  us  to  examine  the  said  "facts"  and 
check  their  veracity.   We  have,  however,  found  what  every 
reader  who  takes  the  trouble  to  undertake  a  similar  exam- 
ination and  scrutiny  will  find:  a  startling  discrepancy 
between  the  alleged  "facts"  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  real 
and  certain  facts,  as  embodied  and  revealed  in  the  most 
authoritative  of  documents,  on  the  other  hand.  For  the  sake 
of  the  truth,  the  true  and  real  facts  had  to  be  presented. 

We  must  confess  that  it  was  not  without  consider- 
able hesitation  that  this  second  task  was  undertaken.   For 
nothing  is  farther  from  our  purpose  than  to  seem  to  engage 
in  refutation  as  an  end  in  itself.   However,  fear  of  mis- 
understanding of  our  motives  was  not  allowed  to  deter  us 
from  discharging  the  unwelcome  task  of  exposing  the  more 
glaring  inconsistencies,  inaccuracies,  and  falsehoods 
embodied  in  the  Memorandum.   For  we  owe  it  to  the  truth 
itself  to  proclaim  the  truth,  no  matter  how  embarrassing 
such  proclamation  may  be.   And,  besides,  what  is  at  stake 
in  the  first  instance  is  not  the  standard  of  scholarship 
and  the  degree  of  veracity  in  a  memorandum  submitted  by 
some  outstanding  people  to  an  international  body,  but, 
above  all,  the  life  and  dignity  and  happiness  of  one 
million  human  beings. 

To  the  signatories  of  the  Memorandum  we  earnestly 
appeal  that  they  examine  the  facts  stated  on  these  pages 
and  reconsider  their  own  conclusions.   We  trust  that,  in 
the  face  of  the  truth,  they  will  not  allow  their  adherence 
to  their  previous  conclusions  (based  on  insufficient  and 
often  invalid  evidence)  to  stand  in  the  way  of  re-examina- 
tion, reconsideration,  and  amendment.   The  issues  at  stake 
may  spell  the  difference  between  healthy  life  and  indefin- 
ite starvation,  between  dignity  and  endless  humiliation, 
between  hope  and  fathomless  despair,  to  countless  men, 
women,  and  children  from  the  land  of  Christ. 


2210  Cathedral  Avenue,  N.  W.  Fayez  Sayegh 

Washington  8,  D.  C. 


PART       ONE:      THE        PROBLEM 

CHAPTER    I 
THE    CONTEXT 


"I    am    certain    that    the    world    will    judge    the    Jewish 
State    by    what    it    will    do    with    the    Arabs.  ,l*      Thus    wrote   Dr. 
Chaim   Weizmann,    now   President    of    Israel,     in    1947.       If   these 
words    be    prophetic,    then    the    world    has    been   slow,    too    slow, 
in    passing    that   judgment   upon    the    State    of   Israel    which    its 
treatment    of   the    Arabs    of  Palestine    warrants. 

Less    than   a   year    after    Dr.     Weizmann   wrote    these 
words,     and   only    a    few  months    after    the    establishment    of 
the    State    of   Israel,     the    Arabs    of   Palestine    had   either   been 
expelled    from    their   homes    and    country,    or   had   been    reduced 
to    suppressed,    second-class    citizens.       Only    the    inhabitants 
of   those    parts    of  Palestine    which    did   not    fall    under    the 
occupation • of   Israel    remained    relatively    safe    from   either 
plight.       The   homes    and   property    of   the    expelled   Arabs    were 
soon    occupied   and   used    by    thousands    of   Jewish   newcomers. 


In  1938,  the  late  George  Antonius,  historian  of 
the  Arab  national  movement,  concluded  his  great  book  on 
The    Arab  Awakenin  g    with    these    solemn    words: 

"The    logic   of    facts    is    inexorable.       It    shows    that 
no    room    can    be   made    in   Palestine    for    a    second   nation 
except    by    dislodging    or    exterminating    the   nation    in 
possession. "* 

His    conclusion — which    has    recently    been    confirmed   by    bitter 
reality — had    long    before    been    arrived    at    by    impartial    ob- 
servers.      Thus    the    American   King-Crane    Commission,     in    its 
report    to    President   Wilson    dated    August    28,    1919,    stated: 


Weizmann,    Chaim,    Trial   and  Error,    New  York,    Harper  &  Brothers, 
1949,   p.    462. 

Antonius,    George,    The  Arab  Awakening,    New  York,    Putnam's,    Fourth 
Impression,    1946,    p.    412. 


"The  fact  came  out  repeatedly  in  the  Commission's 
conferences  with  Jewish  representatives,  that  the 
Zionists  looked  forward  to  a  practically  complete  dis- 
possession of  the  present  non-Jewish  inhabitants  of 
Palestine,  by  various  forms"  of  purchase. 

But  perhaps  there  is  little  need  to  resort  to  the  testimony 
of  observers,  whether  Arab  or  Western.   For  Zionist  leaders 
themselves  have  saved  students  of  Zionism  the  trouble  of 
conjecture  as  to  the  movement's  ultimate  objectives:  their 
aims  have  been  set  forth  in  unambiguous  declarations.   As 
early  as  February  1919,  before  the  Council  of  Ten  of  the 
Peace  Conference,  Dr.  Weizmann  defined  the  Jewish  National 
Home  as  the  creation  of  an  administration  "with  the  hope 
that  by  Jewish  immigration  Palestine    would    ultimately 
become    as    Jewish    as    Bngland    is    English."  (Italics  mine. ) 

Thus  the  leaders  of  the  Zionist  movement  had,  from 
the  very  outset,  left  no  room  for  speculation  or  doubt 
about  their  long-term  plans.   For  Zionist  sympathizers  to 
come  now,  at  this  late  date,  and    after    the    Zionist    ambi- 
tions   have    already    been    fulfilled,     and  seek  to  exonerate 
the  Zionist  leadership  of  any  responsibility  for  creating 
that  very  state  of  affairs  which  Zionism  had  always  hoped 
for  and  endeavored  to  bring  about,  is  an  act  either  of 
hypocrisy  or  of  ignorance. 

The  ultimate  objectives  of  Zionism  were  and  are  the 
thorough  judaization  of  Palestine,  in  order  that  Palestine 
may  become  "as  Jewish  as  England  is  English.  "   The  grand 
strategy  of  Zionism — which  follows  inevitably  from  the 
ultimate  objectives  thereof — involves  the  dispossession  of 
the  Arab  inhabitants  of  Palestine.   This  is  necessarily  a 
dual  process  of  expelling  the  Arabs  and  promptly  filling 
their  place  by  incoming  Jews.   The  expulsion  of  the  Arab 
refugees  and  the  so-called  "ingathering  of  the  exiles"  are 
accordingly  twin  components  of  the  Zionist  program.   They 
have  both  taken  place  in  the  last  few  years.  They  are  still 
taking  place.   To  deny  the  direct  responsibility  of  Zionist 
leadership  for  both  occurrences  is  to  deny  the  obvious. 


"Recommendations  of  the  King-Crane  Commission  With  Regard  to 
Syria-Palestine  and  Iraq,"  Editor  and  Publisher   (New  York),  December  2, 
1922,  copied  in  Antonius,  op.    cit.  ,  Appendix  H,  pp.  443-458.  The 
quoted  statement  appears  on  pp.  448-449. 


^Veizmann,  op.    cit.,  p.    244. 


CHAPTER  II 

DISPLACEMENT  OF  THE  ARABS 

HOW?   WHY?   HOW  MANY? 


A.  Direct  Zionist  Responsibility  for  Forcible  Displacement 
of  Arabs: 

The  ultimate  objective  of  Zionism  was  and  is  the 
transformation  of  Palestine  into  a  thoroughly  Jewish  state. 
This  involves,  among  other  things,  the  displacement  of  the 
Palestinian  Arabs.  In  terms  of  the  objective  and  the  strat- 
egy, it  was  the  task  of  Zionist  leadership  to  determine,  at 
each  stage,  the  tactics  appropriate  to  the  immediate  cir- 
cumstances, both  international  and  national — taking  into 
special  consideration  the  relative  power,  political,  eco- 
nomic, and  military,  of  the  Jewish  community  as  compared 
to  that  of  the  Arab  community  of  Palestine. 

Under  the  British  administration,  circumstances 
demanded  the  concentration  of  Zionist  energies  upon  the 
unobtrusive  methods  of  dispossessing  the  Arabs  piecemeal, 
coupled  with  military  preparation  for  the  moment  when  more 
favorable  circumstances  would  call  for  the  use  of  violent 
methods  of  wholesale  displacement.   From  the  beginning, 
however,  the  "unobtrusive"  methods  of  dispossessing  the 
Arabs  of  Palestine  were  not  unmixed  with  illegal  activi- 
ties.  Writes  Dr.  Weizmann: 

"We  merely  went  ahead  in  a  small,  blind,  persistent 
way.   Jews  settled  in  Palestine,  and  they  were  not  ex- 
pelled.  They  bought  land,  sometimes  through  straw  men, 
sometimes  by  bribes,  for  Turkish  officialdom  was  even 
more  corrupt  than  the  Russian.   Houses  were  built,  in 
evasion  of  the  law.   Between  baksheesh    and  an  infinite 
variety  of  subterfuges,  the  first  little  colonies  were 
created.   Things  got  done,  somehow;  not  big  things,  but 
enough  to  whet  the  appetite  and  keep  us  going."1 


Weizmann,  op.    cit.,    p.  27. 
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By    the    end   of  1947   the    "appropriate   moment"    for 
wholesale    and   violent   uprooting    of    the    Arabs    seemed   to 
have    arrived.       Such    appropriateness    was    a    function   of   the 
following    three    factors: 

1.  The    Jewish   State,     for    the    first    time    in   modern 
history,    had    become    a  juridical    reality,     sanctioned   by    the 
authority    of    the    international    organization:    on    the   29th 
of  November,     1947,     the    General    Assembly   had    passed   the 
resolution    embodying    the   partition    plan. 

2.  Zionist  military    forces    were    in    better   shape 
to    implement    the    program   of   displacement    of   the    Arabs    by 
force    than    they   had   ever   been    before.     Zionist    para-military 
organizations    had    been   in    existence    since    the    late    1870' s, 
in    the    form    of   local    so-called    defense    groups;     they    even- 
tually   "fathered    the   organization   of   Jewish    Guardsmen, 

' Hashomer,  f    which    was    founded    in    1907    and    which    was   pre- 
cursor   to    Haganah. "2      The   Haganah    itself   was    created    after 
1917.  3       It    "was    in    action    between    1936    and    f39.       During    the 
1939-45    war,     individual    members    and    groups    of  Haganah   had 
experience    of   armed   action    in    the    Jewish   Brigade;    in    inde- 
pendent   Jewish   units;     in    special    operations    with   British 
forces    in    the    Middle   East    and   Western    desert;     and   in   para- 
chute  missions    in    Europe    and    the   Balkans."4      During    this 
whole    period   Haganah   was    an    illegal    force — "born,     reared, 
developed    and    armed   in    absolute    secrecy. "^      By    1947    the 
Haganah    was    already    a   disciplined,     battle-tested   military 
organization.       Military    equipment    and    arms    had    been   pouring 
in    from    abroad,    and   were    supplemented    by    clandestine    local 
production    of   arms    and   ammunition,  as    subsequent    discoveries 
revealed.       Furthermore,     as    early    as    1943    "there    came    to 
light    a    widespread    conspiracy,     connected    with    Haganah    ..., 
for    stealing    arms    and   ammunition    from    the   British    forces 
in    the    Middle    East. "6 


Pearlman,    Lt.    Col.    Moshe,    The  Army  of  Israel,    New  York,   Philo- 
sophical Library,    1950,    p.    12. 

3Ibid„  p.  23.  *Ibid.,  p.  9.  SIbid. 

The  Political  History  of  Palestine  Under  British  Administration, 
a  Memorandum  by  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Government,  presented  in  July 
1947  to  the  United  Nations  Special  Committee  on  Palestine,  Jerusalem, 
1947,    p.  31,    para.  118. 


Besides  the  Haganah,  smaller  but  more  extremist 
terrorist  organizations  had  mushroomed  and  soon  started 
to  threaten  the  security  of  Palestine  under  the  British 
administration — principally  the  Irgun  Zvai  Leumi  and  the 
Stern  group. 

3.   While  the  Zionist  military,  para-military,  and 
terrorist  organizations  were  growing  in  power  and  increas- 
ing in  numbers,  the  Palestinian  Arab  forces  were  gradually 
diminishing  in  power.   Arab  forces  were  never  organized  on 
a  permanent  basis  or  on  a  country-wide  scale:  the  Arab  up- 
risings had  always  taken  the  form  of  guerrilla  action,  con- 
ducted by  spontaneous  groupings  of  an  impermanent  nature. 
The  more  tenacious  and  daring  of  Arab  fighters  had  suffered 
heavily  at  the  hands  of  the  reinforced  British  forces 
during  the  uprising  of  1936-39,  and  the  cessation  of  hos- 
tilities after  the  start  of  World  War  II  had  diminished  con- 
siderably their  fighting  capacity.   When  the  long  overdue 
military  reorganization  of  the  Palestinian  Arabs  at  last 
started  in  1947,  it  was  obvious  that  the  improvised  Arab 
Liberation  Forces  were  no  match  for  the  Zionist  forces. 

These  factors--the  shifting  international  scene 
and  the  attainment  of  a  recognized  juridical  status  by  the 
Jewish  State,  together  with  the  growing  imbalance  of  Zion- 
ist and  Arab  military  potential  in  favor  of  the  former — 
rendered  the  circumstances  favorable  for  launching  the  long 
awaited  Zionist  campaign  for  the  forcible  and  violent  dis- 
placement of  the  Palestinian  Arabs. 


The  Zionist  tactics  for  enforcing  the  displace- 
ment of  the  Palestinian  Arabs  consisted  mainly  of  raids 
on  isolated  and  defenseless  villages,  and  terrorization  of 
their  inhabitants — with  a  view  to  prompting  the  inhabitants 
of  other  villages  and  cities  to  flee  their  homes  at  the 
approach  of  Zionist  forces  so  as  to  escape  a  similar  fate. 
Conspicuous  among  the  incidents  which  followed  this  pattern 
is  the  case  of  Dair  Yaseen.   It  is  conspicuous  not  because 
it  was  unique,  but  because  of  the  magnitude  of  the  crime 
and  the  degree  of  barbarism  it  involved.   For  the  whole 
population  of  that  village — women  and  children,  the  aged 
and  infirm,  as  well  as  the  able-bodied  men — were  massacred 
in  cold  blood.  The  incident  is  well  known,  since  it  aroused 
indignation  and  received  wide  coverage  in  the  press  all 
over  the  civilized  world. 
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It  is  widely  claimed  that  Zionist  leaders— who  were 
prompt  to  disavow  and  condemn  the  massacre  of  Dair  Yaseen 
— had  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.   But  irrefutable  evidence 
to  the  contrary  has  recently  been  revealed — by  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  ultimate  author  of  the  crime  himself. 
In  his  book  on  the  history  of  his  gang,  Menachem  Begin, 
Fuehrer  of  the  Irgun,  Leader  of  Herut  Party,  and  Member 
of  the  Kenesset  (Parliament)  of  Israel,  reveals  that  the 
Haganah  Regional  Commander  had  authorized  the  raid  on  Dair 
Yaseen  and  its  occupation  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
an  airfield. ^   More  significant,  however,  is  the  value  for 
Israel  which  Begin  ascribes  to  the  brutal  massacre.   He 
writes: 

"The  enemy  propaganda  was  designed  to  besmirch  our 
name.   In  the  result  it  helped  us.   Panic  overwhelmed 
the  Arabs  of  Eretz  Israel.  M* 

He  then  proceeds  to  cite  the  following  examples: 

"Kolonia  village,  which  had  previously  repulsed 
every  attack'  of  the  Haganah,  was  evacuated  overnight 
and  fell  without  further  fighting.   Beit-Iksa  was  also 
evacuated.   These  two  places  overlooked  the  main  road; 
and  their  fall,  together  with  the  capture  of  Kastel  by 
the  Haganah,  made  it  possible  to  keep  open  the  road  to 
Jerusalem.   In  the  rest  of  the  country,  too,  the  Arabs 
began  to  flee  in  terror,  even  before  they  clashed  with 
Jewish  forces....   Meanwhile  the  Haganah  was  carrying 
out  successful  attacks  on  the  other  fronts  in  Haifa. 
All  the  Jewish  forces  proceeded  to  advance  through 
Haifa  like  a  knife  through  butter.   The  Arabs  began 
fleeing  in  panic,  shouting:  'Dir  Yassin! ' . w? 

In  a  footnote  to  this  account,  Begin  adds: 

"Arabs  throughout  the  country,  induced  to  believe 
wild  tales  of  'Irgun  butchery, '  were  seized  with  limit- 
less panic  and  started  to  flee  for  their  lives.   This 


n 

The    full    text  of  the   letter   from   the  Haganah  Regional  Commander 
to   the   Irgun  Regional  Commander  in  Jerusalem  is  published  in  Begin,  M., 
The  Revolt:    Story  of   the  Irgun,   New  York,    Henry  Schuman,    1951,    p.  163. 

SIbid.,  p.  164.  9Ibid.t  pp.  164-165. 
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mass  flight  soon  developed  into  a  maddened,  uncontroll- 
able stampede.   Of  the  about  800,000  Arabs  who  lived  on 
the  present  territory  of  the  State  of  Israel,  only  some 
165,000  are  still  there.   The  political  and  economic 
significance  of  this  development  can  hardly  be  over- 
estimated. "10 

The  "significance"  of  which  Begin  speaks  is  obvious. 
It  reflects  the  relief  and  satisfaction  which  even  less  ex- 
tremist Zionist  leaders  felt  at  the  unexpected  success  of 
the  displacement  operations.   Such  satisfaction  was  openly 
expressed  by  the  President  of  Israel,  for  example,  to  the 
Ambassador  of  the  United  States.   In  describing  the  reac- 
tions of  the  various  high  officials  of  Israel  to  the  dis- 
placement of  the  Arabs,  Dr.  McDonald  writes:  "Dr.  Weizmann, 
despite  his  ingrained  rationalism,  spoke  to  me  emotionally 
of  this  'miraculous  simplification  of  Israel's  tasks.'" 

Apart  from  the  rather  boastful  testimony  of  Begin, 
the  role  which  Zionist  terrorization  of  Arab  villages  and 
towns  played  in  the  displacement  of  the  Palestinian  Arabs 
was  described  by  the  late  Count  Folke  Bernadotte,  United 
Nations  Mediator  on  Pales  tine— whose  testimony  has  a  tragic 
irony  about  it,  inasmuch  as  he  himself  was  destined  later 
to  fall  victim  to  the  acts  of  terrorism  he  had  exposed. 
In  his  Progress  Report  to  the  General  Assembly,  he  wrote: 

"The  exodus  of  Palestinian  Arabs  resulted  from 
panic  created  by  fighting  in  their  communities,  by 
rumours  concerning  real  or  alleged  acts  of  terrorism, 
or  expulsion.  .  . 

"There  have  been  numerous  reports  from  reliable 
sources  of  large-scale  looting,  pillaging  and  plunder- 
ing, and  of  instances  of  destruction  of  villages  with- 
out apparent  military  necessity. "^ 

Here  is  the  testimony  of  a  Jewish  writer: 


10Ibid.,   p.  164,  n.  1. 

McDonald,  James  G.  ,  My  Mission   in  Israel,   New  York,  Simon  and 
Schuster,  1951,  p.  176. 

1  9 

U.  N.  Document  A/648,  Progress  Report  of  the  United  Nations 
Mediator  on  Palestine,  General  Assembly:  Official  Records:  Third 
Session:    Supplement  No. 11,  p.  14,    paras.    6   and  7. 
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"Now   that    I've    traveled    every    corner   of   this    coun- 
try,   it   has    become    clear    that    the    Israeli    troops   must 
have    been    decidedly    tough    even   with    non-combatant    Arabs 
during    the   war.       There    are,     for   instance,    too   many 
dynamited,    desolated   native    villages    where    little    or 
no    fighting    occurred.       The   Jews    simply    came    in    and 
smashed   the    place,    often    sparing   only    the  mosques... 

"What    about    atrocities?      Israel   knows    and    laments 
Dir   Yassin,    where    Irgun   massacred   more    than    two    hundred 
Arab   men,    women,     and    children.       Native    fear   of   more    Dir 
Yassins    must    be    added    to    all    the    other   reasons,    for    the 
mad    flight   of   the    Arab    people.  .  . 

"I    am    .  .  .     shaken   by    the   expressions    of   grief   and 
shame    I   have    privately    received    from  non-political    but 
prominent    Israelis    whose   personal    integrity,    is    beyond 
question.       f The    Israeli    soldier  has    looted,    burned,    and 
slaughtered, '    I    have    been    told,     'and    it    is    no    comfort 
for  us    that    soldiers    of   every   other   army   do    likewise. ' 
It   is    even   hinted    that    certain  officers    actually 
ordered   their   troops    to    let    themselves    go..."1** 

Justice   William    0.    Douglas    of   the    United   States    Supreme 
Court    speaks    of    the    impact    of  Dair   Yaseen   upon    the    flight 
of  Arab    civilians.       In    the    village   of  Ein   Karim,    he    asked 
one   of  the   eight    remaining    inhabitants    why    the    others    had 
fled.       Her    answer:     "Some    thought    all    of  us    in   Ein    Karim 
might    also    be   killed    some   night. " ^ 

It   must    be    remembered    that    the   Dair   Yaseen   massacre 
took   place   on   April    9,     1948 — over    five    weeks    before    the 
Arab    Armies    intervened    to    save    the    rest   of  the    Arabs    of 
Palestine    from    the    fate    of   the    inhabitants   of   Dair   Yaseen. 
By    the    15th    of  May,     1948,    when    the    Arab    Armies    intervened, 
there   were    already   hundreds    of   thousands    of   refugees.       The 
Memorandum    itself   confirms    this    fact.       On   page    20,    we    are 
told    that    groups    of   30,000,     6,000,     60,000,    65-70,000,     and 
an   unspecified  multiple    of    "tens    of   thousands" — i.e.,    a    total 
of   at    least    170,000    and    perhaps    of   over    200,000  —  of   Arabs 
had    left    their   homes    before    the    Arab-Israeli    War    started. 


Lehrman,   Hal,    "The  Arabs  of  Israel,"  Commentary   (American  Jewish 
Committee,   New  York),   Vol.   VIII,   No.    6,    December  1949,    pp.    529-530. 

Douglas,    William  0.,  Strange  Lands   and  Friendly  People,   New  York, 
Harper  &  Brother,    1951,   p.    265. 
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The  forcible  displacement  of  the  Arabs  of  Palestine 
— which  started  before  the  Arab-Israeli  War,  and  of  course 
continued  on  a  larger  scale  during  that  war — did  not  end 
with  the  termination  of  hostilities.   For  even  after  the 
Armistice  Agreements  had  been  signed  between  Israel  and  the 
neighboring  Arab  States,  expulsion  of  Arabs  continued. 

Thus  on  September  18,  1950,  General  William  Riley, 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  Nations  Truce  Supervision 
Organization  in  Palestine,  reported  to  the  Security  Council: 

"On  2  September  1950,  Israeli  military  rounded  up 
some  four  thousand  Bedouins  who  have  been  living  in 
the  Negeb  in  and  around  the  demilitarized  zone  of  El 
Au j a  and  drove  them  out  of  Israeli-controlled  terri- 
tory across  the  Egyptian  international  boundary  into 
Egyptian  territory... 

"An  investigation  of  the  above  incident  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Egyptian-Israeli  Mixed  Armistice  Com- 
mission on  6  September  revealed  that  refugee  Arabs 
representing  five  Bedouin  tribes  concur  in  statements: 
(a)  that  they  had  lived  in  the  Beersheba  area  under 
British  mandate  but  had  moved  to  El  Au j a  about  two 
years  ago  because  of  Israeli  pressure;  (b)  that  since 
20  August,  Israelis  had  conducted  operations  to  clear 
the  Bedouins,  employing  army  troops  with  armored  cars 
and  guided  by  reconnaissance  aircraft;  (c)  that  after 
driving  the  Bedouins  across  the  border,  the  Israelis 
burnt  tents,  crops  and  possessions;  and  (d)  that 
thirteen  Bedouins  were  killed  by  Israelis  during 
'  these  operations.  .  .  . 

"In  addition  to  the  expulsion  of  the  Bedouins, 
since  March  approximately  one  thousand  Arabs  have  been 
expelled  by  the  Israelis  across  the  demarcation  lines 
into  the  Gaza  strip,  with  marked  increase  in  numbers 
during  the  last  month.   Between  21  July  and  11  Septem- 
ber, 756  Arabs  have  been  reported  expelled  from  the 
vicinity  of  El  Maj dal  across  the  demarcation  lines 
into  Egyptian  territory.   Investigations  conducted  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Egyptian-Israeli  Mixed  Armistice 
Commission  at  Beit  Hanun  on  4  September  following  the 
latest  expulsion  of  one  hundred  and  forty-four  Arabs, 
revealed  in  essence  that  the  Arabs  alleged  no  desire 
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to  go  to  Gaza  but  were  required  to  sign  a  statement 
agreeing  to  go  to  Gaza,  never  to  return  to  Israel, 
and  abandoning  all  property  rights."15 

During  the  debate  in  the  Security  Council  on  October  30, 
1950,  the  following  dialogue  occurred: 

"General  RILEY  (Chief  of  Staff,  Truce  Supervision 
Organization) :  I  am  not  sure  whether  the  representative 
of  Egypt  wants  me  to  confirm  the  figure  of  7,000-odd 
persons  of  which  he  has  spoken.   I  could  say  that  in 
one  group  there  were  some  4,000  supposedly  expelled, 
in  another  group  some  2,000  that  were  expelled  and 
from  El  Majdal  into  the  Gaza  strip  I  believe  there 
were  about  1,000. 

"Mahmoud  PAWZI  Bey  (Egypt):  I  did  not  have  and  do 
not  have  any  intention  to  quibble  about  numbers.   The 
main  thing  with  which  I  am  concerned  is  the  idea  it- 
self, and  I  think  it  should  be  the  main  thing  for  all 
concerned.   At  one  time  General  Riley  said  'expelled' 
and  at  another  time  he  said  'supposedly  expelled'. 
However,  I  take  it  that  he  means  expelled,  especially 
since  this  is  the  expression  he  used  in  the  document 
which  he  officially  submitted  to  the  Security  Council. 

"General  RILEY  (Chief  of  Staff,  Truce  Supervision 
Organization):  I  used  the  expression  'expulsion'."-'-" 

Similar  events  took  place  in  1951  near  the  Syrian- 
Israeli  border.  They  were  promptly  reported  to  the  Security 
Council  by  United  Nations  observers,  as  follows: 

On  May  4,  1951,  General  Riley  stated  in  the  meeting 
of  the  Security  Council: 

"I  have  a  record  of  two  villages  in  the  central 
sector  which  were  destroyed.   Baqqara  was  completely 
razed  to  the  ground  and  the  Ghannama  village  was 
destroyed.   The  Arabs  from  the  villages  of  Hamma, 
Baqqara  and  Khoury  Farm  were  taken  to  Sha'ab,  near 
Acre,  in  Israel  territory.   Women  and  children  from 


15U.  N.  Document  S/1797,  pp.  2-3,  paras.  1,  2,  and  5 

Security   Council:    Offi 
30  October  1950,  No.  59,  p.  19 


Security   Council:    Official   Records,    Fifth  Year,  517th  Meeting: 
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Ein  Gev  have  moved  to  the  mountains  near  the  Syrian 
border.  In  the  case  of  Samra,  there  is  no  definite 
information  at  present  as  to  the  whereabouts  of  the 
population.  "■*' 

In  his  cablegram  to  the  Council  on  July  8,  1951, 
General  Riley  reported: 

"Arab  civilians  who  were  returned  to  demilitarized 
zone  on  5  July  are  now  installed  in  tents  in  Baq_q_ara 
village  area  and  are  receiving  food  supplies  from 
UNRWA.   These  Arab  civilians  as  well  as  others  who  may 
be  returned  must  of  necessity  be  housed  in  tents  until 
villages  destroyed  are  replaced.  "^ 

In  his  report  to  the  Security  Council,  dated  August 
16,  1951,  General  Riley  stated: 

"The  villages  of  Baqquara,  Ghanname  and  Es  Samr.a 
and  houses  on  Khoury  farm  were  destroyed  by  the  Israelis 
following  the  evacuation  or  flight  of  the  inhabitants. 
The  latter  have  also  lost  their  livestock  and  crops.  "^ 


B.  Alleged  Causes  of  Arab  Displacement: 

That  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  were  expelled    from 
their  homes  before,    during,     and  after    the  Arab-Israeli  War 
is  thus  conclusively  proved  by  the  facts  and  the  authorita- 
tive documents.   It  is  interesting,  therefore,  to  examine 
the  evidence  which  the  Memorandum  under  review  produces  in 
support  of  its  claim  that  the  Arabs  were  not  "driven  out" 
or  "expelled"  but  that  they  simply  "left"  or  "abandoned"  or 
"evacuated"  their  homes  "at  the  behest  of  their  leaders." 
Let  us  now  look  at  a  few  of  these  claims: 

On  page  11  of  the  Memorandum,  we  read:  "Arab  leaders 
summoned  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  to  a  mass  evacuation,  as 
the  documented  facts  reveal."   On  page  10:  "During  the 
Palestine  war  in  1947-48,  Palestine  Arabs  fled  from  their 


17U.  N.  Document  S/PV.545,  p.  110. 
18U.  N.  Document  S/2234,  p.  3,  para.  9. 
19U.  N.  Document  S/2300,  p.  8,  para.  28. 
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homes  at  the  behest  of  their  leaders."   On  page  19:  "The 
record  shows  that  it  was  an  evacuation  admittedly  planned 
by  the  Arab  war  leaders  and  the  Arab  Higher  Committee. "   On 
page  20:  "The  second  exodus  took  place  .  <,.  following  broad- 
cast instructions  of  the  Mufti."  On  page  21:  "French,  Brit- 
ish and  Arab  sources  alike  confirm  that  the  Arabs  were  not 
driven  out  of  Palestine  by  the  Jews.   Rather,  these  sources 
establish  that  the  flights  were  organized  and  continued  at 
the  behest  of  Arab  leaders. " 

It  is  interesting  to  note  the  emphasis  upon  "the 
record"  and  "documented  facts"  in  these  statements,  parti- 
cularly as  this  emphasis  is  conspicuous  for  its  absence 
everywhere  else  in  the  Memorandum.   We  must  therefore 
examine  the  validity,  the  authenticity,  the  veracity  of 
the  sources  and  testimonies  which  the  Memorandum  presents. 

1.  First  on  the  list  are  two  "appeals,  "  allegedly 
addressed  to  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  by  the  Haganah  and  the 
Provisional  Government  of  Israel  respectively.   Now,  is 

it  necessary  to  observe  that,  even  granting  that  the  said 
appeals  were  in  fact  issued,  verbal  assurances  of  safety 
will  hardly  outweigh  the  more  eloquent  evidence  of  deeds? 

Besides,  the  first  "appeal"  is  not  really  an  appeal 
but  a  warning ,     as  the  reading  thereof  would  show.   It  warns 
the  Arabs  against  making  any  attacks,  at  the  risk  of  harm 
to  their  persons  and  property;  and  then  invites  them  to 
"help  bring  peace  back  to  the  country. " 

Nor  is  the  so-called  "appeal"  of  the  Provisional 
Government  more  than  a  guarantee — later  nullified  by  the 
actual  situation  (see  below,  chapter  IV) — of  "full  and 
equal  citizenship"  for  the  Arabs. 

2.  Second  on  the  list  is  a  paraphrased  statement, 
the  original  form  of  which  is  ascribed  to  the  French  repre- 
sentative on  the  U.  N.  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission. 
The  Memorandum  says:  "On  April  7,  1949,  the  French  repre- 
sentative on  the  U.  N.  Conciliation  Commission  told  the 
Israel  government  that  it  would  be  wrong  even  by  accounts 
of  the  refugees  themselves  to  describe  them  as  having  been 
deliberately  'driven  out,'  and  correct  to  describe  them 

as  having  fled  in  the  atmosphere  of  fear,  insecurity  and 
danger  inseparable  from  war"  (page  21). 
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Now,  in  view  of  the  loose,  and  at  times  incorrect, 
manner  in  which  even  such  statements  as  are  presented  as 
direct    quotations    turn  out  to  have  been  paraphrased — and 
occasionally  distorted — in  the  Memorandum,  w  it  seemed 
necessary  to  compare  the  alleged  statement  with  the  offi- 
cial text.   But  a  close  examination  of  all  the  reports  of 
the  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  without  exception 
shows  that  no    such    statement    is    reported    at    all.       In  par- 
ticular, the  Second  Progress  Report  of  the  Commission 
( U.  N.  Document  A/838),  which  covers  the  period  in  which 
the  statement  is  said  to  have  been  made,  and  the  General 
Progress  Report  ( U.  N.  Document  A/ 1367),  which  surveys  the 
whole  work  of  the  Commission  until  September  2,  1950, 
and  which  devotes  the  whole  of  chapter  III  to  the  refugees 
problem,  do  not  even  have  a  reference  to  such  a  statement. 
It  would  have  been  helpful  if  the  authors  of  the  Memorandum 
had  taken  greater  pains  to  share  the  benefits  of  their  re- 
search with  their  reader  in  a  more  fruitful  fashion  and  to 
enable  their  reader,  if  he  so  desires,  to  check  for  himself 
and  verify  the  "documented  facts"  which  the  authors  had 
supposedly  come  across. 

3.  Next  on  the  list  are  two  British  testimonies. 
The  first,  a  statement  by  Sir  Alexander  Cadogan  in  the 
Security  Council  (page  21  of  the  Memorandum),  has  no  bear- 
ing whatsoever  on  the  immediate  subject.   It  is  simply  an 
assertion,  on  the  authority  of  the  British  representative, 
that  Arab  infiltrators  had  attacked  the  Jews  of  Haifa  dur- 
ing the  four  days  preceding  the  Haganah  offensive,  and 
that  therefore  it  is  the  Arabs  who  are  "responsible  for  the 
latest  developments  in  Haifa,"  namely,  for  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  there  in  April  1948.   That  this  does  not   mean 
what  it  is  said  to  mean — namely,  that  the  "evacuation"  of 
the  Arabs  was  "planned  by  the  Arab  war  leaders" — is  obvious. 

The  second  British  testimony  is  different.   For  a 
change,  it  does  have  some  bearing  on  the  subject.   But  the 
author  of  the  statement,  far  from  being  an  authoritative 
witness,  turns  out  to  be  an  anonymous  writer  described  as 
an  "eye-witness"  and  writing  in  London  about  events  that 
had  allegedly  happened  five  months  earlier.   Surely,  the 
definition  of  "documented  facts"  must  have  been  stretched 
far  beyond  its  original  meaning,  if  it  has  come  now  to 
apply  to  this  and  similar  instances. 


See  Appendix. 
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4.   The  next  group  of  testimonies  is  interesting. 
Under  the  two  titles,  "Arabs  Admit  Responsibility  for  the 
Flight"  (page  22),  and  "Not  All  Arab  Leaders  for  Flight" 
(pages  22-25),  we  find,  to  our  surprise,  such  witnesses  as 
Glubb  Pasha — whom  even  the  authors  of  the  Memorandum  know 
(for  they  actually  identify  him  as  such)  to  be  not  an  Arab 
but  a  Briton — and  the  Near  East  Arabic  Radio  (which  is 
quoted  three  times  at  least,  but  which  is  actually  a  Brit- 
ish broadcasting  station,  operating  under  strict  British 
control  and  direct  British  management). 

The  other  "Arab  witnesses"  mentioned  -in  the  two 
sections  happen  to  be  really  Arabs,  however.   But  among 
them  we  find  a  certain  editor  of  Al-Hoda,    a  New  York  Arabic 
paper  which  never  claims  to  represent  the  Arab  points  of 
view.   The  authori tativeness  and  significance  of  the  one- 
page-long  quotation  from  this  source  (which  quotation  has 
been  given  wide  publicity  by  pro-Zionists^  )  become  much 
more  questionable  when  one  remembers  that  the  author,  who 
»*as  not  an  eyewitness,  is  writing  about  events  which  are 
supposed  to  have  happened  over  three  years  earlier. 

There  is,  further,  a  statement  ascribed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Arab  Higher  Committee  which  supposedly 
says,  in  part,  "The  Arab  states  agreed  upon  this  policy 
unanimously  and  they  must  share  in  the  solution  of  the 
problem. "   But  the  expression,  "this  policy, "  obviously 
refers  to  the  policy  identified  in  the  sentence  immediately 
preceding,  and  described  as  "opposing  partition  and  the 
Jewish  State, "  and  not    to  the  alleged  policy  of  "mass 
evacuation,  "  to  which  the  inclusion  of  this  statement  in 
the  section  under  examination  seems  to  imply  that  it  does 
refer. 

Five  other  statements  are  ascribed  to  the  King  of 
Egypt,  the  Secretary-General  of  the  Arab  League,  a  Syrian 
radio  broadcast,  and  two  Palestinian  Arabic  newspapers. 
Even  as  they  stand  in  the  Memorandum,  these  statements 
merely  reproach  the  Arabs  of  Palestine  for  not  having  put 
up  stiff  resistance  to  the  Zionist  attacks.   Another  state- 
ment is  ascribed  to  a  Lebanese  paper;  but  the  text,  as 
reproduced  in  the  Memorandum,  merely  reproaches  some  Arab 


9  1 

See,  for  example,  letter  by  Karl  Baehr,  in  the  Christian  Science 
Monitor   of  December  10,  1951. 
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governments  for  not  taking  bet.ter  care  of  the  refugees 
after  their  expulsion. 

The  statement  ascribed  to  the  Vice  Chairman  of 
the  Arab  Higher  Committee,  which  is  quoted  out  of  context, 
merely  protests  the  terms  of  the  truce  and  declares  that 
the  Arabs  "prefer  to  leave  their  homes"  rather  than  to 
submit  to  such  terms. 

Finally,  the  statement  attributed  to  Monsignor 
George  Hakim,  and  paraphrased  from  a  report  thereon  which 
is  said  to  have  appeared  in  a  Lebanese  provincial  newspaper 
(misnamed  in  the  Memorandum),  merely  affirms,  even  as  it 
stands  in  paraphrased  form  in  the  Memorandum,  that  Arab 
statesmen  were  assuring  the  refugees  that  their  fate  will 
not  be  "permanent  exile" — a  natural  and  irreproachable 
attitude  on  the  part  of  any  statesman  who  is  concerned 
about  the  welfare  of  his  people  and  who  is  confident  of 
the  ultimate  victory  of  his  country's  cause. 

This  exhausts  the  list  of  witnesses  and  "documented 
facts"  which  the  authors  saw  fit  to  include  in  the  chapter 
under  examination.   The  reader  will  notice  that  not  one 
single  source  of  any  respectable  degree  of  reliability  or 
authoritativeness  supports  the  claims  of  the  authors. 

The  long  list  of  witnesses  and  testimonies  in  the 
chapter  under  examination  may  thus  deceive  the  careless  or 
hurried  reader,  or  the  reader  who  is  willing  in  advance  to 
be  deceived.   The  careful  and  impartial  reader,  however, 
will  undoubtedly  be  able  to  judge  for  himself  the  relevance 
of  some  of  the  "testimonies"  and  the  authenticity  of  the 
others. 

The  indiscriminate  citation  of  "evidences"  and 
uncritical  acceptance  of  sources  without  regard  to  their 
authoritativeness  or  veracity — to  say  nothing  of  the  dis- 
tortion of  quotations  and  misrepresentation  of  statements22 
—  is  so  well  known  a  device  in  quasi-scholarly  literature 
that  the  vigilant  reader  will  undoubtedly  have  by  now  be- 
come immune  to  its  intended  power  to  mislead;  but  equally 
well  known  is  the  fact  that  only  where  real  "documented 
facts"  are  lacking  to  support  a  certain  thesis  will  spuri- 
ous and  unauthentic  "facts"  be  called  for  to  do  the  trick. 


See  Appendix. 
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What  the  authentic  documents  in  fact  reveal  is  that 
the  Arabs  of  Palestine  were  forcibly  driven  out  by  system- 
atic Zionist  terrorization,  as  we  saw  in  the  previous  sec- 
tion.  The  absurd  Zionist-created  myth  that  Arab  leaders 
summoned  the  Palestinian  Arabs  to  "mass  evacuation"  i s  belied 
by  the  record  and  denied  even  by  the  refugees  themselves — 
those  supposed  victims  of  the  alleged  "conspiracy  of  Arab 
leaders. "   The  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  officially 
reported:  "The  representatives  of  the  refugees  denied  that 
the  propaganda  of  the  Arab  States  and  of  the  Arab  Higher 
Committee  had  had  any  influence  on  their  decision  to  flee 
their  homes. "2^ 


C.  Number  of  Palestine  Refugees: 

To  give  an  accurate  estimate  of  the  number  of 
the  Palestine  refugees  has  so  far  proved  rather  difficult, 
partly  because  of  the  working  definition  of  "a  refugee," 
which  United  Nations  agencies  had  to  start  from,  and  partly 
because  of  the  various  technical  difficulties  encountered 
in  the  field.   Thus  Mr.  John  B.  Blandford,  Jr.,  Director 
of  the  United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency  for  Palestine 
Refugees  in  the  Near  East  ( UNRWAPRNE y ,  states  in  his  Report 
to  the  General  Assembly,  submitted  on  September  28,  1951: 

"One  of  the  first  tasks  undertaken  by  the  United 
Nations  Relief  and  Work  Agency  for  Palestine  Refugees 
in  the  Near  East  was  to  organize  a  census  operation  to 
determine  who  should  and  who  should  not  receive  relief. 
In  spite  of  these  efforts,  which  lasted  for  approxi- 
mately one  year  and  cost  the  Agency  $295  639,  it  is 
still  not  possible  to  give  an  absolute  figure  of  the 
true  number  of  refugees  as  understood  by  the  working 
definition  of  'a  person  normally  resident  in  Palestine 
who  has  lost  his  home  and  his  livelihood  as  a  result 
of  the  hostilities,  and  who  is  in  need. '   If  the  object 
had  been  to  establish  the  true  number  of  Palestinians 
now  in  other  countries,  the  results  of  the  census  would 
have  been  more  accurate;  but  the  Agency's  mandate  was 
expressly  limited  to  those  'in  need'  .  .  .  "  24 


23U.  N.  Document  A/838,  op.    cit.,    p.  3,  para.  12. 

24U.  N.  Document  A/1905,  General   Assembly:    Official  Records:    Sixth 
Session:    Supplement  No.  16,    Paris,  1951,  p.  3,  para.  16. 
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Mr.    Blandford's    predecessor,    General   Howard   Kennedy,    had 
also    referred   to    the    same    difficulties    in  his    Report    of 
October   6,     1950.  25 

The    authors    of   the   Memorandum   under   review,     aware 
of  these   difficulties,     report    the    results   of  various    esti- 
mates  made    by   either   United    Nations    agencies    or    Israel 
sources    (pages    26    and    27).       Although    they    do   not    commit 
themselves    clearly    to    the    acceptance   of   any   of   the    esti- 
mates,   they   seem    to   have    accepted    the    figure    of  about 
700,000    as    a    safe    working    estimate — as    is    implied    for 
example   on   page    12,    where    they    describe   the    "Jewish    refu- 
gees"   (whom    Israel    had    absorbed    in   the    three   years    of    its 
existence    and   whom    they    estimate    at    669,518)    as    "about 
equivalent    in  numbers    to    the   Arab    refugee   population." 
(A   similar   statement    appears    on   page   8. ) 

Now   the    actual    number   of   the    refugees,     although 
difficult    to    estimate    with    accuracy,    is    nevertheless    an 
objective    fact   which    is    subject   neither   to    arbitrary    de- 
termination  nor    to    a    compromise   between   varying    estimates. 

The    statistics    of   UNRWAPRNE    constitute    a    helpful 
starting-point.       According    to    the    latest   report,    the    re- 
fugees   registered   on    the    Agency's    relief   rolls    numbered 
875, 9982^ .       it   must    be    remembered,    however,    that    this 
figure    takes    into    account    only    those    refugees    whose    status 
fulfills    the    three    conditions    embodied   in    the    working    de- 
finition  enjoined   on   the    Agency — namely,     those   who    (1)    are 
normally    resident    in   Palestine;     (2)    have    lost    their   homes 
and    their   livelihood    as    a    result   of   the   hostilities;     and 
(3)    are    in  need. 2?       But,    even    allowing   liberally    for   some 
duplicate    registrations    and   occasional    failures    to    report 
deaths,    these    figures    fall    below   the    actual   number   of   the 
Palestinian    refugees,     inasmuch    as    the   working    definition 
is    too    restrictive    in    scope    and    leaves   out    of   account    three 
categories    of  bona    fide    refugees — namely: 

1.       Those    who    have    lost    their   livelihood    and    become 
destitute,    although    they   have   not    left    their   homes — and   who 


25See  U.  N.  Document  A/1451/Rev.  1,    General   Assembly:   Official 
Records:    Fifth  Session:    Supplement  No.  19 ,    p.  3,    para.  15   ff. 

26U.  N.  Document  A/1905,   op.  cit.,    p.  3,    para.  16.  21 Ibid. 
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therefore  do  not  fall  within  the  strict  definition.   There 

are,  according  to  Mr.  Blandford,  approximately  127,000  of 

this  class  (67,000  in  Jordan  and  60,000  in  Gaza,),28  although 

General  Kennedy  had  reported  the  existence  of  some  150,000 
of  them  a  year  earlier.  29 

2.  Those  displaced  Palestinians  who  have  found 
means  of  gainful  employment  in  the  neighboring  Arab  coun- 
tries and  who  are  not  destitute  or  needy.   They  are  no  less 
"displaced  persons, "  however,  than  the  more  needy  refugees. 
Statistics  on  refugees  of  this  category  are  not  available. 

3.  Those  displaced  Palestinians  who  emigrated  to 
countries  outside  the  Near  East  and  who  therefore — whether 
needy  or  not — are  not  counted  by  any  of  the  agencies  con- 
cerned with  the  refugees. 

It  is  evident  that,  when  all  these  categories  of 
refugees  are  taken  into  account,  the  number  will  be  found 
to  exceed  one  million.   In  fact,  Mr.  Blandford  speaks,  in 
the  foreword  to  his  last  Report,  of  "the  crushing  burden 
of  a  million  Arab  refugees.  "^ 

The  arbitrary  figure  of  700,000,  which  the  Memoran- 
dum seems  to  accept  as  a  safe  estimate  of  the  number  of  the 
refugees,  is  thus  inadequate.  But  what  we  find  particularly 
astonishing  is  a  sentence  which  appears  on  page  26  of  the 
Memorandum  and  which  reads:  "In  his  statement  before  the 
Ad  Hoc  Committee  of  the  United  Nations  on  November  1,  1950, 
he  [General  Kennedy]  referred  to  'the  600,000  refugees.'" 
The  inclusion  of  this  statement  is  interesting  because 
—  apart  from  being  inaccurate,  as  we  shall  soon  see — it 
appears  to  be  intended  to  lend  plausibility  to  the  official 
Israeli  estimates  of  the  number  of  refugees,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  Memorandum,  is  600,000  (page  26).  A  closer  exam- 
ination, however,  reveals  the  following  facts  about  General 
Kennedy's  statement: 

In  the  first  place,  the  phrase,  "the  600,000  refu- 
gees," is  reproduced  in  the  "Provisional  Summary  Record  of 


2QIbid.,    p.  4,  para.  24. 

29U.  N.  Document  A/1451/Rev.  1,    op.    cit.t   p.  3,    para.  14. 

30U.  N.  Document  A/ 190 5,   op.    cit.,    p.  vii. 
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the  Thirty-First  Meeting"  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Political  Committee 
(Document  No.  PROVISIONAL  A/AC. 38/SR.  31).   However,  a  com- 
parison of  the  Provisional  Summary  Record  with  the  official 
text  of  Mr.  Kennedy's  statement  (A/AC. 38/4),  published  as 
an  official  United  Nations  Document  on  the  same  day,  re- 
veals that  Mr.  Kennedy  spoke  not  of  "the    600,000  refugees" 
but  simply  of  "600,000  refugees."  The  absence  of  the  defin- 
ite article — "the" — in  the  authoritative  text  is  in  itself 
si  gnificant. 

But  more  significant  is  the  immediate  context  of 
the  phrase — the  whole  sentence  from  which  the  phrase  was 
arbitrarily  detached  in  the  Memorandum.   The  official  text 
reads : 

"There  are  no  work  projects  available  and  none 
are  likely  to  develop  which  could  substantially  solve 
the  unemployment  problem  amongst  refugees  in  Gaza  and 
Lebanon.  Furthermore,  the  Agency  considers  it  unlikely 
that  Jordan  will  be  able  to  provide  employment  in  the 
near  future  for  more  than  about  one-third  of  its  able 
bodied  refugees.   This  means  that  the  workers  amongst 
600,000  refugees  have  little  hope  of  being  provided 
with  work  in  their  present  locations.  "31 

The  rough  figure  of  600,000  presumably  refers  to  the  re- 
fugees in  Jordan,  Lebanon,  and  Gaza  who  will  have  to  live 
on  relief  after  one-thi'rd  of  the  able-bodied  refugees  of 
Jordan  become  gainfully  employed  and  capable  of  supporting 
their  families. 

Moreover,  within  about  one  page  from  where  he 
spoke  of  600,000  refugees,  Mr.  Kennedy  spoke  of  "more  than 
800,000  refugees";  and  this  phrase  is  reported  not  only  in 
the  official  text**2  but  also  in  the  Provisional  Summary 
Record****  —  which  is  presumably  the  sole  source  from  which 
the  authors  of  the  Memorandum  derived  their  information 
about  Mr.  Kennedy's  statement. 

One  may  add  here  that  even  a  reading  of  the  Pro- 
visional Summary  Record  alone  should  have  acquainted  the 


31U.  N.  Document  A/ AC.  38/4,  pp.  1-2. 

Z2Ibid.,   p.  3  33U.  N.  Document  A/AC.  38/SR.  31,  p.  6. 
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authors  of  the  Memorandum  with  the  official  text  of  Mr. 
Kennedy's  statement,  since,  immediately  following  the 
summary  of  his  statement,  we  read  the  following  words: 
"In  reply  to  a  request  by  Mr.  VALENZUELA  (Chile),  the 
CHAIRMAN  said  that  the  statement  of  the  Director  of  the 
United  Nations  Relief  and  Works  Agency  would  be  circulated 
as  an  annex  (A/AC. 38/4)  to  his  interim  report."3* 


So  much  for  the  number  of  the  refugees  in  general. 

The  Memorandum  further  asserts,  on  several  occa- 
sions (e.g.,  pages  14  and  75),  that  there  are  40,000  or 
41,000  Arab  refugees  in  Israel.   However,  the  figures 
reported  in  authoritative  United  Nations  sources  are  much 
lower.   Mr.  Kennedy  reported  that  in  August  1950  Arab  re- 
fugees in  Israel  were  24,000;  35  while  Mr.  Blandford,  in  his 
Report  a  year  later,  speaks  of  only  23,507  Arab  refugees  in 
Israel.  ^  It  would  be  interesting  to  know  why  the  authors 
of  the  Memorandum  reproduced  the  statistics  of  the  UNRWA  in 
which  the  latter  figure  appears  (on  page  27  of  the  Memoran- 
dum), and  yet  continued  to  speak  of  40,000  or  41,000  Arab 
refugees  in  Israel. 

The  Memorandum  estimates  the  number  of  the  Pales- 
tinian Arab  refugees  outside    Israel    at  less  than  70%  of 
their  real  number,  while  it  estimates  the  number  of  the 
Palestinian  Arab  refugees  in    Israel    at  more  than  165%  of 
their  real  number.   We  wish  to  believe  that  this  dispro- 
portion in  inaccuracy  is  merely  coincidental. 


uIbid.,   p.  7. 

35U.  N.  Document  A/145l/Rev.  1,    op.    cit.,   p.  5,    para.  30 

36U.  N.  Document  V1905,    op.    cit.,   p.  3,    para.  16. 
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CHAPTER    III 

JEWISH    IMMIGRATION 

THE    COUNTERPART    OF    ARAB    DISPLACEMENT 

A.    Jewish    Immigration   Before    and   After    the    Rise    of   Israel: 

The    expulsion   of   the    Arabs    of  Palestine    is   only    one 
part   of   the    Zionist    program.       The    other   part    is    the    gather- 
ing   of    as   many   Jews    as   possible    in    Palestine.       The    former 
is    but    a   preparation,     a   means,     in    fact    a    condition,     for    the 
latter. 

Jewish    immigration   had    been    taking   place    for   sixty- 
five   years,     and   had    already    created    a    Jewish    community   of 
over    30%   of   the   population    of   Palestine,    when   the    forcible 
expulsion    of   the    Arabs    started    in    1947. 

The    statistics    of   the    Jewish    Agency    reveal    that 
65,000    Jewish    immigrants   had    come    to    Palestine    before    the 
beginning    of  World   War    I;     and,     under    the   British    adminis- 
tration,    some    500,000   more    Jews    immigrated    to   Palestine. 
At    the    end    of   the   Mandatory    regime,     on   May    15,     1948,     there 
were    approximately   660,000    Jews    in    Palestine,    the    greater 
majority    of   whom   had   been    immigrants. 1 

Since    the    establishment    of   Israel,    Jewish    migration 
has    undergone    two    significant    transformations: 

1.       The    rate    and   volume    of   Jewish    immigration    has 
increased    considerably.       Between    May    15,     1948,     and    the    end 
of    1951,    684,000    Jewish    immigrants    had    come    into    Israel.2 
Thus,     in    the    first    three    and    one-half  years    of    Israel's 
existence,     the    total    of   Jewish    immigrants    to    Israel    was 


These  figures  are  based  on   the  official   statistics  of  the  Jewish 
Agency  as   reproduced  and  tabulated  in  Appendices   III   and  IV  of  Cohen, 
Israel,    A  Short  History   of  Zionism,    London,    Muller,    1951,  pp.  254-261. 

^Israel  Digest   (Israel  Office  of  Information,    New  York),    Vol.    Ill, 
No.  1,   January  4,    1952,    p.  2. 
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about  135$  of  the  total  of  Jewish  immigrants  to  Palestine 
during  the  sixty-six  years  preceding  the  establishment  of 
Israel;  and  the  new  immigrant  community  was  equal  in  number 
to  the  entire  Jewish  community  established  in  Palestine  by 
the  end  of  the  Mandatory  regime. 

2.   The  second  significant  feature  of  Jewish  migra- 
tion after  1948  is  that  its  direction  and  destination  came 
to  be  concentrated  almost  exclusively  on  Israel.   Whereas 
the  United  States,  for  example,  had  received  more  Jewish 
immigrants  than  Palestine  itself  in  1946  and  1947,   and 
many  other  countries  had  received  large  numbers  of  Jewish 
immigrants,  the  situation  changed  after  the  rise  of  Israel. 
Jewish  migration  elsewhere  dwindled  and  diminished  sharply, 
while  in  Israel  it  exceeded  all  precedents,  thanks  mainly 
to  the  policy  of  "unlimited  immigration"  and  the  so-called 
"Law  of  the  Return"  pursued  by  the  government  of  the  new 
state. 


B.  Why  This  Sudden  Change  in  Volume,  Rate,  and  Direction 
of  Jewish  Migration? 

To  understand  the  reasons  for  the  Jewish  influx 
into  Palestine,  and  later  into  Israel,  one  must  avoid 
one-sided  and  oversimplified  explanations — which,  however 
appealing  and  plausible,  in  view  of  their  simplicity,  are 
inadequate  because  of  the  conclusive  evidence  of  the  diver- 
sity of  factors  and  causes. 

One  such  simple  explanation — which    is    offered    to 
the    exclusion    of   all    others    in  the  Memorandum — is  that 
Jewish  immigration  into  Israel,  and  Jewish  migration  in 
general,  are  the  products  solely    of  the  persecution  of  the 
Jews.   Thus,  on  page  8,  we  read  that  Israel  "has  been  com- 
pelled to  absorb  700,000  Jewish  refugees  ...  half  of  them 
in  flight  from  Moslem  countries."   On  page  10:  "The  Jewish 
populations  are  fleeing  from  persecution  in  the  Arab  states 
and  finding  refuge  in  Israel. "   On  page  12:  "Half  of  the 
669,518  Jewish  immigrants  which  the  state  has  received 
since  1948  are  Jews  in  flight  from  persecution  and  oppres- 
sion in  the  Moslem  lands."   On  page  13:  "During  the  past 


"Changing  Patterns  of  Jewish  Migration,"  Foreign  Scene   (Studies 
published  by  the  American  Jewish  Committee) ,  No.  4,  January  1950,  p.  5. 
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six  years,  Europe  has  seen  a  revival  of  anti-Semitism  which 
has  stimulated  the  fears  of  the  remaining  Jews  and  produced 
an  enormous  push  towards  Israel.   To  these  have  been  added 
hundreds  of  thousands  [of]  residents  of  Jewish  communities 
thousands  of  years  old — communities  in  Moslem  countries 
throughout  North  Africa  and  the  Middle  East — who  today  have 
become  the  victims  of  physical  attack,  economic  boycott, 
and  financial  spoliation  in  a  manner  reminiscent  of  the 
first  days  of  Hitlerism. "   On  page  95:  "Since  1948,  some 
one  million  Jews  have  become  the  victims  of  accelerated 
anti-Semitism.   These  are  the  Jews  in  the  Moslem  countries 
of  the  Arab  League  and  of  North  Africa — communities  which 
have  existed  for  thousands  of  years.   Some  300,000  Jews 
from  the  Arab  states  and  North  Africa  have  fled  or  been 
evacuated  to  Israel.  " 

In  an  effort,  apparently,  to  avoid  the  clear 
impression  of  one-sided  explanation,  the  authors  of  the 
Memorandum  on  one  occasion  seek  to  cite  a  multiplicity  of 
factors.   On  page  88  they  write:  "The  surge  towards  Israel 
has  been  produced  by  five  factors:  (1)  The  unwillingness 
of  the  Jews  of  Europe  to  remain  in  the  countries  which 
had  seen  6,000,000  Jews  done  to  death  by  the  Nazis;  their 
natural  attraction  to  a  state  in  which  Jewish  traditions 
and  attachments,  so  brutally  persecuted  in  Europe,  are  the 
chief  focus  of  national  pride.   (2)  Renewed  anti-Semitism 
in  Europe.   (3)  Anti-Jewish  sentiment  in  the  states  of  the 
Arab  League,  and  in  North  Africa,  where  Jewish  minorities 
have  always  lived  precariously,  but  without  an  alternative 
of  freedom  such  as  that  which  now  presents  itself.   (4)  The 
bars  to  large-scale  immigration  of  Jews  which  exist  in  vir- 
tually all  countries  of  the  world.   (5)  The  eagerness  of 
Israel  to  receive  and  rehabilitate  every  Jew  who  wishes  to 
settle  in  the  Jewish  state. " 

The  reader  will  notice  that,  although  the  authors 
here  seek  to  interpret  the  intensification  of  Jewish  immi- 
gration into,  and  concentration  thereof  on,  Israel  in  terms 
of  a  number  of  factors,  these  latter  are  in  fact  variations 
of  one  and  the  same  factor:  the  persecution — past,  present, 
or  future — of  the  Jews. 

The  inadequacy, of  this  explanation  of  the  recent 
inrush  of  Jewish  immigrants  into  Israel  in  terms  of  one 
single  factor  will  become  apparent  when  viewed,  first,    in 
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the  perspective  of  the  age-old  Jewish  mystical  yearning  for 
Palestine  and  the  century-old  Zionist  program  for  gathering 
the  Jews  in  Palestine;  and,  secondly ,    in  conjunction  with 
the  other  factors  which  prompted  the  State  of  Israel,  imme- 
diately after  its  establishment,  to  encourage  and  acceler- 
ate Jewish  immigration  to  a  degree  far  in  excess  of  what  it 
had  been  since  the  start  of  the  Zionist  movement.   But,  be- 
fore we  turn  to  this  twofold  examination,  we  shall  have  to 
examine  the  charge  of  "persecution  of  the  Jews"  on  its  own 
merits,  and  see  how  true  it  is  in  itself,  entirely  apart 
from  the  other  factors  which  the  authors  of  the  Memorandum 
conveniently  overlook. 


C.  Persecution--Legend  and  Fact: 

In  the  quotations  reproduced  in  the  previous  sec- 
tion, as  well  as  in  several  other  statements,  the  authors 
of  the  Memorandum  make  serious  charges  of  "persecution,  " 
"oppression,"  and  "pogroms."   They  put  special  emphasis  on 
such  alleged  events  said  to  be  taking  place  in  the  Moslem 
and  Arab  countries,  and  devote  a  whole  chapter,  17  pages 
long  (chapter  XIV),  to  "The  Situation  of  Jews  in  Moslem 
Countries."   Two  things  must  be  noted  about  these  charges: 

1.   They  are,  one  and  all,  entirely  unsupported  by 
evidence.   No  effort  is  made  to  substantiate  the  hundreds 
of  charges  by  anything  resembling  documentation  except  in 
a  handful  of  cases — one  of  them,  admitted  to  be  a  "comment" 
and  not  a  report,  and  ascribed  to  an  unnamed  "French  offi- 
cial"; another  attributed  to  a  correspondent  of  a  Cyprus 
newspaper  without  any  reference  to  the  issue  in  which  his 
alleged  report  supposedly  appeared;  and  a  third  ascribed 
to  a  dispatch  of  the  Associated  Press  (which,  upon  check- 
ing, was  found  to  be  a  "feature  story"  by  a  writer  of  that 
Agency).   There  is  another — and  final — reference,  however 
(page  96  of  the  Memorandum),  to  an  unspecified  page  in 
Bartley  Crum's  Behind    the   Silken    Curtain    which  reads: 
"Bartley  Crum,  a  member  of  the  Anglo- American  Committee  on 
Inquiry,  reporting  in  his  book,  'Behind  the  Silken  Curtain,' 
on  the  experiences  of  the  Committee  in  the  Arab  countries 
in  1946,  stated  that  no  Jew  dared  to  testify  before  the 
Committee."   We  wonder  if  Crum  really  said  this,  for  the 
official  records  of  the  Committee  would  show  that  Jews 
could  and  did  appear  before  it  in  Arab  countries. 
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2.   Even  if  one  were  to  accept  the  hundreds  of 
alleged  facts  embodied  in  the  chapter  under  consideration 
as  true — despite  the  evidence  to  the  contrary,  which  we 
shall  soon  present — one  would  find  great  disproportion 
between  the  alleged  events  and  the  descriptions  thereof. 
It  is  our  understanding  that  the  word  "pogrom, "  for  example, 
carries  the  connotation  of  a  massacre,  particularly  an 
organized  massacre.   This  word  "pogrom"  appears  time  and 
again  in  the  pages  of  the  Memorandum;  careful  counting  will 
yield  perhaps  twenty  instances.   Yet  the  alleged  "events" 
which  are  described  as  "pogroms"  are  seldom  said  to  have 
involved  more  than  minor  damages  to  property.   In  fact,  in 
a  section  which  bears  the  sensational  heading  of  "Pogroms 
Took  Place  in  Cairo  and  Alexandria  in  November  1945"  (page 
96),  not  one  single  casualty  is  mentioned,  as  the  reader 
may  verify  for  himself! 

This  being  the  general  quality  of  the  claims  and 
charges,  numbering  hundreds  in  all,  an  exhaustive  disproof 
is  by  the  nature  of  the  case  impractical  if  not  impossible. 
The  method  chosen  for  presenting  these  charges  is  singu- 
larly fitting  for  making  refutation  a  very  lengthy  and 
impractical  task.   Besides,  ordinarily  the  onus  of  proof 
is  upon  him  who  makes  the  charges — and  yet  the  authors 
make  no  effort  to  back  up  their  charges  by  evidence. 

Nevertheless,  we  shall  take  a  specimen  section  of 
the  chapter  and  examine  the  charges  it  contains.  The  reader 
may  then  make  his  own  estimate  of  the  veracity  of  the  other 
sections.   The  section  on  Lebanon,  pages  105-106,  is  here 
reproduced  in  full: 

"Lebanon  has  been  considered  the  most  advanced 
state  of  the  Middle  East. 

"Some  seven  to  eight  thousand  Jews  live  in  the 
Republic  among  a  population  of  1,157,142,  a  little 
more  than  half  of  whom  are  Christians. 

"The  Christian  community  and  especially  the  Maron- 
ite  Church  were  believed  friendly  to  the  creation  of  a 
Jewish  state. 

"Since  the  participation  of  Lebanon  in  the  Pales- 
tine war,  conditions  have  changed.   The  antagonism  to 
the  Jewish  population  has  been  expressed  both  in  the 
form  of  physical  violence  and  in  economic  boycott. 

"On  January  5,  1948,  a  bomb  was  thrown  at  a  Jewish 
school  in  Beirut. 
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"On  May  24,  1948,  riots  took  place  in  Teybe,  in 
Southern  Lebanon. 

"In  January  1948,  the  Lebanese  government  ordered 
all  foreign  Jews,  including  students  at  the  American 
University  at  Beirut,  to  leave  the  country. 

"Jewish  officials  were  dismissed  from  their  posts. 

"Travel  abroad  was  forbidden  to  Jews. 

"The  Jewish  community  was  compelled  to  contribute 
50  million  francs  to  the  Arab  Palestine  fund.   When 
some  Jews  refused,  their  homes  were  bombed  on  July  27, 
1948. 

"Following  the  signing  of  the  Armistice  agreement 
between  Israel  and  Lebanon,  dismissed  Jewish  detainees 
were  released,  Jewish  officials  reinstated,  and  the 
migration  of  foreign  Jews  to  Israel  permitted. 

"With  the  spectre  of  Iraqi  Jewry's  fate  before  them 
the  Lebanese  Jewish  community  continues  to  be  tense  and 
fearful  lest  a  new  way  [sic]  of  anti-Zionist  violence 
engulf  them.   Today  50  per  cent  of  the  Jewish  community 
is  in  need  of  relief.  " 

Examination  of  the  facts  will  show  that: 

1.   The  "riot"  which  is  said  to  have  taken  place  in 
Teybe  has  an  interesting  background.   The  American   Jewish 
Year   Book,     19  50    (published  by  the  American  Jewish  Commit- 
tee) describes  the  causes  of  that  incident  in  terms  of  two 
antecedent  events:  first,  "the  entry  of  a  large  number  of 
refugees  from  Palestine,"  and  secondly,  "  the    occupation    of 
some    southern    Lebanese    territory    by    Israeli    forces."*      How- 
ever, the  "riot"  itself,  according  to  the  same  source,  took 
place  as  follows:  "In    retaliation,    Lebanese  in  the  Sidon 
area  seized  Jewish  property  and  homes  and  turned  them  over 
to  the  refugees"^ — which,  incidentally,  is  but  an  infini- 
tesimal fraction  of  precisely  what  the  Government  of  Israel 
is  officially    doing  to  the  homes  and  property  of  one  mil- 
lion Palestinians;  but,  rather  than  condoning  the  act,  the 
Government  of  Lebanon  intervened  promptly:  "Within  a  few 
days,  the  government  ordered  the  police  to  provide  pro- 
tection for  the  Jews  and  to  restore     their    properties."® 
(The  italics  in  the  above  quotations  are  mine.) 


fyol.  51,  February  1950,  p.  421. 

SIbid.  6Ibid. 


31 

2.  It  is  important  that  the  order  said  to  have 
been  issued  in  January  1948  was  directed  exclusively  at 
foreign  Jews.   Most  of  these  foreign  Jews  were  Palestinian; 
and  the  elemental  duty  of  the  Government  of  Lebanon  to 
safeguard  the  security  of  the  country  is  sufficient  to 
explain  the  order  allegedly  issued  to  them  to  leave  the 
country — which  measure  can  hardly  be  described  as  a  form 
of  "persecution"  of  the  Jews  of  Lebanon. 

3.  The  claim  .that  "today  50  per  cent  of  the  Jewish 
community  is  in  need  of  relief"  is  groundless.   In  fact, 
rather  than  being  in  need  of  relief,  the  Jewish  community 
of  Lebanon  contributes  to  the  relief  of  other  Jewish  com- 
munities.  According  to  the  Year   Book    mentioned  earlier, 
Lebanese  Jewry  "continued  to  provide  extensive  welfare  ser- 
vices to  the  needy  of  its  own  communities.   It  maintained  a 
number  of  schools,  clinics,  and  centers,  as  well  as  places 
of  worship.   In  addition  to  giving  assistance  to  the  Jewish 
needy,  Lebanese  Jews  sent  part  of  their  own  funds  to  help 
the  Jews  in  Syria.  "* 

4.  The  Memorandum  says  that  "travel  abroad  was 
forbidden  to  Jews."  The  Year   Book    says  that  the  Jews  "were 
prohibited  from  leaving  the  country  without    permission,"** 
and  later  adds:  "Although  travel  was  restricted,  it    was 

not    prohibited,     and    a    certain    amount    of    travel    for    business 
purposes    was    allowed,    particularly    between    Lebanon    and 
Syria. "^  (Italics  mine.) 

5.  According  to  the  Memorandum,  "Jewish  officials 
were  dismissed  from  their  posts."   But,  according  to  the 
Year   Book,     "After    the    United    Nations    partition    decision 
and    the    es  tabl ishment    of    Israel,     the  Jews  were  permitted 
to  continue  their  business  activities.  "  ™  (Italics  mine.) 

In  order  to  avoid  the  rise  of  any  doubt  in  the  mind 
of 'the  reader,  we  have  restricted  our  references  to  Jewish 
sources.  In  the  same  spirit,  we  reproduce  now  the  testimony 
of  a  prominent  Lebanese  Jew  in  refutation  of  the  charges 
made  by  the  authors  about  the  situation  of  the  Jews  in 
Lebanon.   It  is  significant  to  note  that  this  testimony 
was  made  when  the  author  was  in  the  United  States  and  not 
when  he  was  in  Lebanon;  it  cannot  therefore  be  claimed 
that  it  was  dictated  by  any  form  of  pressure: 


7Ibid.,   p.  422.      QIbid.t    p.  421.      9Ibid.  10Ibid. 
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"To  the  Editor  of  THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES: 

"...  I  must  admit,  as  a  Jew  living  in  Lebanon, 
that  the  Lebanese  Jews,  even  in  the  most  critical  hour 
of  the  Palestinian  crisis  have  never  suffered  from  any- 
particular  treatment,  either  from  the  authorities  or 
from  the  people.   At  no  time  have  the  Lebanese  Jews 
been  deprived  of  their  rights  as  citizens,  or  of  their 
liberties.   They  went  about  their  business  enjoying  the 
same  rights  as  their  compatriots. 

"The  Jewish  officials  of  the  Administration  have 
always  maintained  their  posts,  and  the  same  kind  of 
treatment  was  experienced  by  the  Jews  fleeing  from  the 
neighbouring  Arab  states. 

"The  Lebanese  Jews  consider  their  sympathetic  ties 
to  Palestine  are  purely  religious,  while  all  other  ties 
— those  of  nationality,  culture,  language  and  custom 
bind  them  to  their  own  mother  country,  whose  faithful 
citizens  they  wish  to  remain. 

"T.  MIZRAHI 

"Editor    and   Publisher   of 

Le   Commerce    du    Levant,    of  Beirut 
"Las    Vegas,    Nev. ,    Feb.    9,     1950. " n 

D.    Jewish    Immigration- -A  Part    of    the   Zionist    Program: 

The    claim    that   the    alleged   persecution   of   the   Jews, 
mainly    in    Arab    and   Moslem    countries,    is    the    sole    reason    for 
the    inrush    of   Jewish    immigrants    into    Israel    since    1948,    is 
as    void    of   plausibility    as   is    the    charge    of    "pogroms"    and 
wide    persecutions    of   the   Jews    in    Arab    countries — upon    which 
the    former    claim    is    based — void   of   truth. 

To    explain    the    accelerated    and    intensified   Jewish 
immigration    to    Israel    one   has    to    examine,     first,    the   posi- 
tion  of   Jewish    immigration   in    the    general    program   of   Zion- 
ism,    and,     secondly,     the   more    immediate    causes,     in    Israeli 
policy,     for    encouraging    the    increase    and    acceleration    of 
immigration    since    the    establishment    of    Israel.       These    two 
factors--the    grand    strategy    of  Zionism    in    general,     and   the 
present    tactics    chosen    for   this    stage    of    the    development   of 
Zionism    in    particular — constitute    respectively    the    remote 
and    the    immediate,     the   permanent    and    the    temporary,     aspects 
of    Zionist    policy    with    respect    to    Jewish    immigration. 


llNew  York   Times,    February   17,    1950, 
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It  is  well  known  that  the  "return"  to  Palestine 
for  the  establishment  of  a  Jewish  home  has  been  the  age- 
old  dream  of  the  Jews  and  the  root  of  the  Zionist  idea  and 
movement  in  the  nineteenth  century.   The  mystical  impetus 
for  this  "return"  cannot  be  reduced  to,  or  interpreted 
solely  in  terms  of,  the  persecution  of  the  Jews;  at  least, 
Zionist  leaders  themselves  reject  this  interpretation. 
Thus,  on  May  20,  1917,  Dr.  Weizmann  told  a  conference  of 
Zionist  delegates: 

"Some  of  us— some  of  our  friends  even,  and  especi- 
ally some  of  our  opponents  are  very  quick  in  drawing 
conclusions  as  to  what  will  happen  to  the  Zionist  move- 
ment after  the  Russian  Revolution.   Now,  they  say,  the 
great  stimulus  of  the  Zionist  movement  has  been  removed. 
The  Russian  Jews  are  free;  they  do  not  need  any  places 
of  refuge  outside  of  Russia — somewhere  in  Palestine. 
Nothing  can  be  more  superficial,  and  nothing  can  be 
more  wrong  than  that.   The  sufferings  of  Russian  Jewry 
never  were  the  cause  of  Zionism.  The  fundamental  cause 
of  Zionism  was,  and  is,  the  ineradicable  national 
striving  of  Jewry  to  have  a  home  of  its  own — a  national 
center,  a  national  home  with  a  national  Jewish  life. 
And  this  remains  now  stronger  than  ever.   A  strong  and 
free  Russian  Jewry  will  appreciate  more  than  ever  the 
strivings  of  the  Zionist  Organization.  " ^ 

Later,  when  he  was  writing  his  autobiography,  Dr.  Weizmann 
said: 

"From  the  beginning  I  had  looked  upon  Zionism  as 
a  force  for  life  and  creativity  residing  in  the  Jewish 
masses.   It  was  not  simply  the  blind  need  of  an  exiled 
people  for  a  home  of  its  own.   I  could  not  agree  with 
Herzl  that  the  Judennot ,  the  tragedy  of  Jewish  home- 
lessness,  persecution  and  poverty,  was  sufficient  to 
account  for  the  Zionist  movement,  and  was  capable  of 
supplying  the  necessary  motive  power  for  the  creation 
of  a  Jewish  homeland.   Need  alone  is  negative,  and 
the  greatest  productions  of  man  spring  from  an  affir- 
mation. nl 


12Weizmann,  op.    cit.,  p.  201.  UIbid.t    p.  176, 
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In  other  words,  it  is  the  urge  to  go  to  Palestine 
and  establish  a  Jewish  national  home  there,  and  not  the 
urge  to  flee  persecution,  that  is  the  substance  of  Zion- 
ism, according  to  Dr.  Weizmann,  who,  more  perhaps  than  any- 
other  single  person,  has  contributed  to  the  formulation  and 
clarification  of  the  Zionist  concept.   Similarly,  Mr.  Ben- 
Gurion  was  reported  (in  the  New   York    Times    of  January  14, 
1950)  to  have  declared  in  a  message  to  Jews  throughout  the 
world  that  "Zionism  today  is  not  built  on  combating  anti- 
Semitism  or  fear  of  persecution. " 

One  of  the  main  principles  of  Zionism  of  relevance 
to  our  present  examination  is  the  outcome  of  what  students 
of  that  movement  know  as  the  controversy  between  the  "poli- 
tical" and  the  "practical"  schools.   It  is  a  controversy 
which  was  finally  settled  in  the  Eighth  Zionist  Congress  in 
1907.   The  question  at  issue  at  that  time  was  whether  the 
Zionist  movement  should  await  the  issuance  of  a  "charter" 
for  the  Jewish  National  Home  by  one  of  the  Great  Powers, 
or  whether  Zionists  should  go  ahead  and  establish  a  Jewish 
community  in  Palestine  even  before  such  a  charter  was  ob- 
tained.  Dr.  Weizmann,  who  was  instrumental  in  the  victory 
of  the  latter  point  of  view,  defended  his  position  in  the 
following  terms: 

"I  pleaded,"  he  wrote  later  on,  "that  even  if  a 
charter,  such  as  Herzl  had  dreamed  of,  were  possible, 
it  would  be  without  value  unless-  it  rested,  so  to  say, 
on  the  very  soil  of  Palestine,  on  a  Jewish  population 
rooted  in  that  soil,  on  institutions  established  by  and 
for  that  population.   A  charter  was  merely  a  scrap  of 
paper;  unlike  other  nations  and  governments,  we  could 
not  convert  it  into  a  reality  by  force;  we  had  nothing 
to  back  it  with  except  work  on  the  spot."-'-'* 

The  adoption  of  this  stand  by  the  Eighth  Congress 
was  a  milestone  in  the  formulation  of  the  policy  of  Zionism 
and  a  turning  point  of  its  history.  Immigration  into  Pales- 
tine, land  purchase,  and  settlement  there  started  then  on 
a  large  scale.   Under  the  Mandatory  regime,  the  process  was 
accelerated.   A  study  of  the  political  history  of  Palestine 
under  British  administration  reveals  that  the  question  of 
immigration  was  the  greatest  single  factor  contributing  to 


uIbid.,   p.  122. 
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the    rise   of   the    frequent    disturbances    with    which    Palestine 
was    menaced    for   over   a    quarter    of  a    century. 

The    phenomenon    of    "illegal    immigration"    reflects 
the    extent    to    which    Zionism   was    prepared    to    go    in   order    to 
implement    its    program:     immigration,     the    instrument    whereby 
the    Jewish    National    Home    was    to    be    built,    had    to    continue, 
by    legal    or    illegal    methods,     if    Zionism   was    to    have    its 
way.     And,    when   the    Mandatory    regime    came    to    a    rather    sudden 
end,     and   the   State    of   Israel    was    established,    all    previous 
restrictions   upon    immigration   had    to    be    lifted.       And    they 
were.       One   of   the    first    acts    of   the   Provisional   Government 
of   Israel    was    to    proclaim   unlimited    immigration    to    all   Jews. 
One    of   the    principal    acts    of   Zionist   organizations,    parti- 
cularly   the   American,    was    to    organize    and    finance    such 
large-scale    immigration. 


E.    Immediate   Causes    of   Policy    o f  "  Unlimi ted    Immigration": 

"Unlimited   immigration"    has    been   a   heavy    burden, 
financial,    economic,    and   social,    upon    the   new    state   of 
Israel.       Why,    then,    was    it    encouraged    by    the    state    and 
promoted   by    Zionist    organizations    on    such    a   large    scale? 
Several    factors,    of   varying    degrees    of  relevance    and 
effectiveness,    suggest    themselves. 

1.  Of   course,     the    first    explanation    is    the    tradi- 
tional   policy   of   Zionism   which    has   just    been    examined    and 
which    received    fresh    impetus    with    the    termination    of   non- 
Jewish    rule. 

2.  Another    explanation — which    seems    to    be    common 
in    Israel    itself--is    that    the    Jewish    immigrants,    whom    Zion- 
ist  leaders   had   always    hoped   and   planned   to   bring    in    sooner 
or    later,    had  now   to    come    sooner    rather    than    later,    while 
the   homes   of   the    Arab    refugees    were    vacant    and    their   prop- 
erty  at    the    disposal    of   the    state    in    fact,    if  not    by    right. 
Apart    from    rendering    the    task    of   absorbing    the    immigrants 
infinitely  easier,    thus    "simplifying    Israel's    tasks,"    the 
hurried    "ingathering"    of  hundreds    of   thousands    of   foreign 
Jews    in    Israel    would    face    the    international    community    with 
an    accomplished   fact  and  lead    such    "realists"    as    the    authors 
of   the    Memorandum    to    suggest    resettlement    rather    than    re- 
patriation  as    the    solution    for    the    refugees   problem.       In 
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fact,  as  early  as  July  28,  1949,  the  Government  of  Israel 
had  started  to  exploit  this  argument  to  the  fullest  poss- 
ible extent  in  order  to  bar  the  repatriation  of  the  Arab 
refugees.   In  an  official  memorandum  submitted  to  the  Tech- 
nical Committee  of  the  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission, 
the  Israeli  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  said: 

"The  clock  cannot  be  put  back.   Since  the  time  when 
this  problem  arose,  the  Jewish  population  has  increased 
by  50  per  cent.   The  question  of  housing  the  newcomers 
was  partly  solved  by  placing  them  into  habitable  houses 
in  abandoned  Arab  towns  and  villages.   Immigration  con- 
tinues at  an  average  rate  of  800  per  day.  These  figures 
alone  give  clear  indication  that  the  individual  return 
of  Arab  refugees  to  their  former  places  of  residence  is 
an  impossible  thing. . . .   Their  houses  have  gone,  their 
jobs  have  gone."1^ 

Recently,  a  prominent  American  columnist  visited 
Israel.   He  had  this  to  write: 

"To  the  American  newly  arrived  here,  there  is  some- 
thing grimly  moving,  too,  about  the  mouldering  ruins  of 
the  Arab  village.   For  these  ruins  must  surely  serve  as 
a  constant  reminder  that  the  land  now  cultivated  by  the 
Kibbutz  members  gave  a  living,  not  long  ago,  to  men  of 
a  different  race.   What  happened,  the  Minnesota  boy  is 
asked,  to  the  village  and  the  Arabs  who  lived  in  it? 
The  Arabs,  he  says,  ran  away  during  the  Arab-Israeli 
War.   As  for  the  village,  it  was  dynamited  after  the 
Arabs  ran  away.   This    was    the    policy    of    the    government , 
he    says    wry ly-- to     ' dis suade '     the    Arabs    from    returning . 
.  .  .  "16  ( Italics  mine.  \ 

In  prophetic  words,  the  late  Count  Bernadotte, 
United  Nations  Mediator  on  Palestine,  had  foreseen  this 
development  and  warned  against  it  in  1948: 

"It  would  be  an  offence  against  the  principles 
of  elemental  justice  if  these  innocent  victims  of 
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the  conflict  were  denied  the  right  to  return  to  their 
homes  while  Jewish  immigrants  flow  into  Palestine,  and, 
indeed,  at  least  offer  the  threat  of  permanent  replace- 
ment of  the  Arab  refugees  who  have  been  rooted  in  the 
land  for  centuries.  H*« 

3.  The  expanded  Jewish  immigration  is  a  coveted 
contribution  to  manpower  and  to  the  military  potential  of 
Israel.  Zionist  leadership  has  not  been  unmindful  of  the 
value  of  immigration  for  Israel's  military  purposes.  We 
read  in  the  American  Jewish  Year  Book,  1950  that  the  Jew- 
ish Agency,  which  was  in  charge  of  technical  arrangements 
for  immigration  — 

"at  first  gave  preference  to  men  who  could  help  in  the 
war.  Gahal    (Overseas  Recruits)  came  to  fight  and  settle. 
While  they  did  not  always  have  the  training  of  Mahal, 
.'their  members  made  a  great  contribution  to  the  fighting 
efficiency  of  the  Israel  Army  at  a  critical  moment.  m1° 

Dr.  McDonald  speaks  of  this  view  of  immigration  as  being 
"strong"  among  the  Israelis: 

"Why  this  enthusiasm  for  such  a  burdensome  pro- 
gram?  The  first,  the  obvious  answer  is  that  this  is 
a  traditionally  Jewish  thing  to  do....   There  is  a  more 
skeptical,  Realpolitik   school,  strong  enough  even  among 
Israelis,  that  dismisses  these  considerations  as  some- 
what sentimental  if  not  altogether  nonsense.   The  real 
reason,  they  told  me,  is  that  Israel  is  underpopulated 
and  surrounded  by  actual  and  potential  enemies.  Whatever 
the  discomforts,  Israel  must  be  filled  up  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  "19 

This  view  is  not  restricted  to  a  few  circles.  It  is  shared 
by  the  Government.  For,  elsewhere  in  his  book,  Dr.  McDonald 
speaks  of  a  "personal,  private  and  unofficial"  interview  he 
had  with  Mr.  Ben-Gurion,  in  which  — 

"B. G.  confessed  his  deep  concern  lest  Israel  be- 
come a  battlefield.  ...   He  made  no  attempt  to  deny  the 


1  7 
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vulnerability  of  the  State.   Eban,  he  said,  was  return- 
ing to  the  United  States  to  sound  out  the  practicabil- 
ity of  financing  a  plan  to  speed  up  immigration  so  that 
Israel  might  have  a  population  of  two  million  within 
two  years  and  to  increase  and  re-equip  the  Israel  Army. 
...  He  expressed  confidence,  however,  that  with  this 
increased  strength  Israel  could  and  would  hold  out 
against  an  aggressor  until  UN  forces  could  arrive.  "2 

Although  Israeli  officials  are  understandably  care- 
ful not  to  profess,  publicly  and  officially,  such  intentions, 
hints  are  dropped  occasionally  in  their  public  statements 
associating  immigration  with  the  strengthening  of  the  mili- 
tary power  of  the  state.   In  a  recent  article  published  in 
a  responsible  American  magazine,  the  Ambassador  of  Israel 
in  the  United  States  spoke  of  Israel's  "available  combatant 
manpower  of  200,000"  and  added  parenthetically,  "a  figure 
constantly  being  increased  by  immigration. "*1   He  wrote 
more  specifically: 

"Mass-immigration,  which  appears  to  orthodox  eco- 
nomists as  a  short-term  liability,  will  certainly  prove 
an  asset  in  the  long  run,  for  it  will  increase  Israel's 
productive  capacity  as  well  as  its  military  security. "22 

In  an  article  on  "The  New  Immigrants  in  Israel" 
which  appeared  in  the  Jewish    Labor   Bund  Bulletin    (Vol.  II, 
No.  17,  June-July  1949,  page  3)  we  read  that: 

"...  the  majority  of  the  Zionist  rulers  of  Israel  main- 
tain that  f the  more  people  the  better  for  the  State  of 
Israel.   We  need  them  for  two  purposes:  to  fight  the 
Arabs  and  to  develop  the  desert  ...  ' " 

In  an  editorial  on  "Immigration  Policy"  the  Zion- 
ist  Newsletter    (published  by  the  Information  Department  of 
the  Jewish  Agency  and  the  World  Zionist  Organization,  Jeru- 
salem) wrote: 


20Ibid.,   p.  227. 

21Eban,   Abba,    "Israel:    The  Emergence  of  a  Democracy,"  Foreign 
Affairs,    April    1951,    p.  435. 

22Ibid.,    p.  429. 
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"They  [fthe  existing  Jewish  population1]  knew  that, 
surrounded  as  Israel  is  by  hostile  neighbours,  it  must 
build  up  its  population  at  a  feverish  speqd  in  order 
to  be  able  to  defend  itself  if  the  need  should  arise. 
They  understood  that,  in  spite  of  its  difficulties  of 
absorption  and  productivisation,  Israel  could  continue 
to  exist  in  the  long  run  only  by  the  bringing  in  of 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Jews  to  settle  the  empty 
spaces  and  exploit  all  the  natural  resources  of  the 
country. "23 

F.  "Pushed  from  Wi thout "  o r  "Pul led  from  Within"? 

Jewish  mass  immigration  into  Israel,  then,  must  be 
explained  in  terms  of  traditional  Zionist  policy  as  well  as 
of  the  immediate  interests  of  Israel,  both  political  and 
military;  persecution  of  the  Jews  is  admitted  by  Zionist 
ideologists  and  Israeli  practical  statesmen  to  be  neither 
the  sole  nor  the  determining  factor.   If  any  further  evi- 
dence be  needed,  one  may  find  sufficient  indirect  evidence 
in  the  fact  that,  even  now,  the  State  of  Israel  is  making 
particular  efforts  to  persuade  such  Jewish  communities  as 
have  so  far  proved  uninterested  in  emigrating  to  Israel, 
to  go  there.   Obviously,  a  state  that  is  overburdened  by 
an  "influx  of  refugees"  is  not  likely  to  encourage    and 
invite    other  newcomers — who  are  not  pressed  by  any  form 
of  persecution  to  seek  refuge — at  a  time  when  the  previous 
immigrants,  the  so-called  refugees,  are  still  not  fully 
absorbed.   In  fact,  the  messianism  which  Israel  is  now 
striving  to  spread  among  established  and  secure  Jewish 
communities,  urging  them  to  "hurry  back  to  Zion, "  is  re- 
miniscent of,  and  similar  in  quality  to,  the  messianism 
which  earlier  Zionists  endeavored  to  spread  among  other 
established  and  secure  Jewish  communities — when  "assimila- 
tionist"  views  among  the  Jews,  rather  than  restrictions  by 
the  Gentiles,  were  proclaimed  the  chief  enemy  of  Zionism. 

The  most  eloquent  evidence  is  to  be  found  in  the 
pressure  exerted  by  Israel  upon  the  Zionist  organizations 
of  the  United  States — where  the  Jewish  community  cannot  be 
described  as  a  "persecuted  community."   The  recent  attack 
by  the  Prime  Minister  of  Israel  on  United  States  Zionist 
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leadership  is  but  one  example.   The  New   York    Times    reported 
on  December  13,  1951,  that,  in  a  speech  in  the  Kenesset  on 
the  previous  day,  Mr.  Ben-Gurion  admitted  that  "mass  immi- 
gration sources  were  drying  up,"  and  described  the  problem 
of  immigration  from  the  United  States  as  being  (in  the 
words  of  the  Times    reporter)  that  of  "how  to  induce  Amer- 
ican Jews  to  come  when  there  was  no  whip  cracking  over 
their  heads. "   Referring  to  American  Zionist  leaders, 
Mr.  Ben-Gurion  said: 

"They  went  bankrupt  since  the  establishment  of  the 
Jewish  state.   There  were  not  five  leaders  who  got  up 
to  go  to  Israel  after  the  state  was  established.   I 
don't  maintain  they  would  have  been  followed  by  masses, 
but  they  would  have  proved  that  Zionism  was  not  a  void 
of  meaning  at  least  in  the  eyes  of  its  leaders. "^4 

A  few  weeks  later  the  Times    correspondent  reported  that 
"Prime  Minister  David  Ben-Gurion  has  softened  the  attack  on 
Zionist  leaders  in  the  United  States"  by  expunging  the  word 
"bankrupt"  in  the  stenographic  transcript  of  the  speech  and 
substituting  the  phrase,  "American  Zionist  leaders  have  not 
stood  the  test";  but  the  reporter  added:  "In  substance,  his 
charge  that  those  leaders  had  let  down  Zionism  by  failing 
to  come  to  Israel  after  the  founding  of  the  new  state  thus 
remains  on  the  record. "25 

A  more  tactful  appeal  for  emigration  was  addressed 
to  American  Jewry  by  Mr.  Moshe  Sharett,  Foreign  Minister  of 
Israel,  in  a  speech  delivered  at  the  Annual  Convention  of 
Hadassah  at  Atlantic  City  in  September  1951.   (The  text  has 
been  published  in  pamphlet  form  by  the  Israel  Office  of 
Information,  New  York.)   Mr.  Sharett  said  (pages  11-12): 

"So,  not  out  of  fear,  not  because  of  any  persecution 
or  discrimination,  but  from  the  fulness  of  the  Jewish 
heart,  from  the  purity  and  nobility  of  the  urge  to  be- 
come personally  associated  with  the  greatest  romance  of 
Jewish  history,  with  the  consummation  of  the  people's 
age-old  ideal,  with  the  miraculous  process  of  the  twin 
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rebirth  of  the  country  and  the  people--would  it  not  be 
legitimate  for  some  Jews,  young  or  not  so  young,  to  be- 
come imbued  with  the  ideal  of  going  over  and  settling 
and  making  Israel  their  real  physical  home?  *s 

"I  am  not  here  to  conduct  propaganda  for  Aliyah, 
though  in  this  era  of  unselective  mass  immigration  from 
backward  countries  you  know  only  too  well  how  much  we 
need  select  manpower. . . .   But  I  am  not  now  approaching 
the  problem  from  the  viewpoint  of  Israel's  needs.   I  am 
trying  to  view  it  from  the  angle  of  your  own  psychology. 
Why  should  it  appear  so  odd  and  inconceivable  if  Jews 
in  a  free  country  freely  choose  to  lead  a  fully  Jewish 
life  ...?   If  this  is  a  noble  endeavor,  why  should  that 
nobility  be  denied  entirely  to  American  Jews?  ...  This 
is  no  propaganda.  This  is  no  prompting,  no  urging  to  go. 
This  is  merely  putting  forward  the  claim  of  legitimacy 
for  the  going  on  behalf  of  those  who  choose  to  go. " 

Appeals  and  inducements,  which  have  so  far  failed 
to  stimulate  mass  emigration  of  Jews  from  the  United  States 
to  Israel,  seem  to  have  been  more  fruitful  elsewhere.  .  That 
there  were  such  inducements  is  undeniable.   For  example, 
the  Associated  Press  reported  in  a  dispatch  dated  March  14, 
1950: 

"Jews  all  over  the  world  who  are  looking  for  a 
home  can  get  land  free  in  Israel.   Also  homesteaders 
are  being  offered  substantial  financial  help.  "2° 

A  few  weeks  earlier,  the  same  agency  had  reported  that, 
according  to  a  Ministry  of  Finance  order,  "Immigrants  to 
Israel  can  now  bring  into  the  country  just  about  everything 
they  want  without  paying  any  customs  duties.  "27   There  are 
also  indications  of  more  specific  inducements  and  reports 
of  concrete  "promises"  and  "pledges"  offered  by  the  Jewish 
Agency:  thus  the  Israel    Digest    reported  that  some  Jewish 
immigrants  from  India  circulated  a  letter  at  the  beginning 
of  November  1951  "in  which  they  had  charged  that  emissaries 
of  the  Agency  had  made  promises  which  were  not  fulfilled 
and  drawn  pictures  of  Israel  not  true  to  reality.  "2^ 
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The   mass    immigration    into    Israel — which    the   Deputy- 
Attorney   General   has    described    as    "the    life   blood  of   the 
state"2" — is    obviously,    then,    not    the   product   of   "a   push 
from   without"    so   much    as    of   a    "pull    from   within"    Israel 
itself.       Apart    from   the    direct    evidence   we   have   produced 
so    far,     there    is    abundant    indirect    evidence.       We  may    cite, 
first,    the    wholesale    emigration    of   Jewish    communities    from 
countries — such    as   Turkey*^ — which   neither   Zionist   organ- 
izations  nor   the   Memorandum    charge    with   persecution   of   the 
Jews;     and,     secondly ,     the   widespread    desire    among    large    num- 
bers   of  disillusioned   new   immigrants    in    Israel    to    return   to 
their   countries   of  origin,    including    the    Arab    countries.  ^1 
The    primary   responsibility    of   Israeli    and   Zionist   leader- 
ship   for    the   inrush   of  Jewish    immigrants    cannot   be   denied. 


G.    Jewish  "Refugees  "  ? 

That    Israel    endeavors    to    stimulate    and   encourage 
Jewish   mass    immigration,    even    from    countries   where    the 
Jewish    communities    are    established    and   secure,    and   that 
it    does    this   by   its    adherence    to    the   policy   of   "unlimited 
immigration"    and   the    so-called    "Law  of   the  Return,"    as   well 
as    by    direct    financial    aid    and   various    devices    for   urging, 
inducing,    or   cajoling,     are   historical    facts. 

The    reasons    for   this    course    are    manifold;    one-sided 
explanations    of  Jewish    immigration    are,     therefore,    inade- 
quate.      Certainly,    to    explain    the   unprecedented   inrush   of 
Jewish    immigrants    into    Israel    during    the    last    few  years 
solely    in    terms    of  escape    from   persecution   is    misrepresen- 
tation.      And  yet   this    is    the    only    explanation   offered   by 
the    Memorandum. 


Quoted  in  Wireless  Bulletin   (prepared  by  International  Press  and 
Publications  Division,   0. 1. 1.,  Department  of  State),   December  12,    1951. 

Of) 

According  to  the  New  York   Times   of  October   16,    1949,    about 
30,000  out  of  78,000  Turkish  Jews  had  emigrated  to  Israel  since  the 
establishment  of  that  state. 

o  1 

See,    for  example,    the  dispatch  by  Kenneth  Bilby,    published  in 
the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  August   11,    1949,    under  the   title,    "Jews 
Returning  From  Israel    to  Moslem  Lands";    and  another  dispatch  published 
in    the  July  27,    1949,    Tribune  under  the   title,    "2%  of  Israel's  Popu- 
lace Seeking  Visas   to  Go  Oh  to  U.S.    to  Live.  n 


43 

Upon  this  faulty  explanation  a  whole  case  is  built: 
the  case  of  the  so-called  "Jewish  refugee. "   This  case,  we 
must  remember,  is  presented  in  a  Memorandum  supposedly  in- 
tended to  suggest  solutions  for  the  Arab  refugees  problem; 
and  it  is  presented  there  as  equal  in  urgency  to  the  latter. 
Yet,  in  the  same  Memorandum,  the  case  for  the  Arab  refugees 
is  virtually  undermined  by  the  untrue  claim  that  the  Pales- 
tinian Arabs  left  their  homes  "at  the  behest  of  their 
leaders"  and  not  as  a  result  of  expulsion.   Not  only  are 
the  two  "problems" — the  spurious  and  the  genuine — thus 
merged,  and  their  respective  solutions  treated  as  interde- 
pendent, but  the  real  refugee  problem  is  virtually  declared 
groundless,  while  the  mass  immigration  of  the  Jews,  which 
Israel  is  stimulating  and  encouraging,  is  claimed  to  be  an 
inrush  of  "refugees." 

With  the  aid  of  these  confusions  and  distortions, 
it  is  suggested  that  the  displacement  of  the  Arab  refugees 
be  sanctioned  and  made  permanent  (through  their  resettle- 
ment elsewhere)  in  order  that  the  Jewish  immigrants  be 
enabled  to  settle  permanently  and  securely  in  Arab  homes 
and  on  Arab  land. 

Forgotten  are  the  elemental  principles  of  justice 
and  equity;  forgotten  is  the  principle,  stated  at  the  out- 
set of  the  Memorandum,  that  neither  problem  "can  be  solved 
at  the  expense  of  the  other"  (page  14).  What  the  Memorandum 
in  fact  proposes  is  precisely  the  solution  of  the  so-called 
"Jewish  refugee"  problem  at  the  expense  of  the  actual  Arab 
refugee  problem. 
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CHAPTER  IV 
TOTAL  TRAGEDY 


Wholesale  displacement  of  the  Arabs  of  Palestine 
and  large-scale  replacement  of  them  by  foreign  Jews  were 
always  in  theory,  and  have  recently  become  in  reality,  twin 
components  of  the  Zionist  program.  The  history-old  inhabit- 
ants of  the  country  and  the  rightful  owners  of  the  land  had 
to  be  removed,  dispossessed,  uprooted,  eliminated,  so  that 
foreign,  Jews  from  all  over  the  world  might  come  and  settle 
—  for  only  thus  could  Palestine  become  "as  Jewish  as  Eng- 
land is  English"  and  the  dreams  of  Zionism  come  true. 

The  Arabs  who  remained  in  Israel,  a  tiny  fraction 
of  the  original  Arab  community,  were  and  are  being  sub- 
jected to  the  humiliation  of  second-class  citizenship. 
Their  movements  are  restricted;  their  travel,  except  for 
permanent  departure,  prohibited.   When  they  can  get  work, 
they  do  not  receive  the  same  wages  as  Jews  doing  the  same 
type  of  work.   Writes  a  Jewish  observer  in  an  American 
Jewish  magazine: 

"There  continues  to  be  serious  Arab  unemployment. 
Arab  merchants  who  survived  the  exodus  are  famished  for 
customers.   Resentment  among  the  Arabs  is  deep  against 
the  'requisitioning'  of  property  belonging  not  merely 
to  Arabs  who  left  the  country  but  to  Arab  'DPs'  who 
fled  from  one  place  to  another  inside    Israel,  and  even 
to  Arabs  who  did  not  budge.   The  dilemma  of  equal  pay 
for  equal  work  is  still  far  from  solution.  "  1 

In  every  respect,  the  Arabs  are  subject  to  dis- 
crimination.  Multiform  "emergency"  legislation  makes  the 
security  of  the  Arabs  of  Israel  very  precarious,  if  not 
fictitious.   For  example,  by  the  Absentees'  Property  Law 
of  1950,  "a  person  physically  and  lawfully  present  is 
deemed  absent  for  the  single  purpose  of  depriving  him 
of  the  right  to  control,  administer,  and  enjoy  the  income 


Lehrman,  Ilal,  op.    cit.,    p.  532, 
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from   his   properties...."2      Another   law,    ratified    by    the 
Kenesset,    enables    the    Minister   of  Agriculture    "to    take 
possession   of   any    land    allegedly    left   uncultivated";     and, 
in   pursuance    of   this    law,     "many    Arab    cultivators    present    in 
Israel   have    been    arbitrarily    dispossessed   of   their    proper- 
ties   without    compensation.  "3      Even   supporters    of   government 
policy   "admit  that    Arab    residents    are    subject    to    a    consider- 
able  measure   of   discriminatory    emergency   legislation";*    and 
two    friends    of   Israel,    Richard   H.  S.   Crossman    and   Jon   Kimche, 
"stated    that    this    special    legislation   places    the    Arabs    in 
the    status   of    'second-class    citizens'. "^      Not   only    is    such 
treatment    of   the    Arabs    of    Israel    a    flagrant   violation    of 
the    Universal    Declaration    of   Human   Rights,    proclaimed   by 
the   General   Assembly    of   the    United   Nations   on   December    10, 
1948,    but    it    is    also    a    violation    of   the   Assembly's    Parti- 
tion Plan,    to   which    Israel    owes    its   very   existence."      Well 
have    the    editors    of   Commentary    (published   by    the    American 
Jewish   Committee)    stated    editorially   in   a    recent    issue: 

"An  oppressed  (and  depressed)  minority  in  the  midst 
of  a  Jewish  state  would  be  a  historical  irony  and  moral 
blunder   too    great    to    be    tolerated. "' 


The    refugees    problem,    as    it    is    commonly    understood 
— namely,    the    problem    of   the    displaced   Arabs    of  Palestine — 
is    thus    but   one   part    of   a    larger   problem:    the    fate    of   the 
Arab    community   of  Palestine.       The    former    cannot    be    detached 
from   the    total    context    of   the    latter. 

The    authors    of    the    Memorandum   urge    the    inter- 
national   community    to    take    the    Arab    refugees    problem    "out 
of   the   vacuum   to    which    it    has    been    relegated"    (page    7).    We 
agree    wholeheartedly.       But    we    also    urge    that    the    problem 


From  an  analysis  of  the  grievances  of  the  Arabs  of  Israel,   by 
Elias  Kousa,    a  Christian  Arab  of  Haifa;    cited  in   "Israel  Faces  Its 
Arab  Minority  Problem,"  by  Judd  L.    Teller,    Commentary,    Vol.    XII, 
No.  6,   December  1951,   p.  553. 

3 I bid.  teller,    ibid.  SIbid. 

6U.  N.  Document  A/519,   Resolution  No.  181  (II),  pp.  131-150.      See 
especially  chapters  ii  and  iii  of  section  C  of  Part  I,   pp.    137-138. 

7Vol.   XII,   No.  6,   December  1951,  p.  551. 
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be  viewed  in  its  full  context,  its  real  (and  not  the  fab- 
ricated) context.   That  context  is:  the  well-being,  the 
national  aspirations,  and  the  fate  of  the  people  of  the 
Holy  Land--who  were  invaded,  at  first  gradually  and  un- 
obtrusively, then  systematically,  and  at  last  abruptly  and 
violently,  by  world  Zionism;  and  who  were,  in  the  process, 
terrorized,  dispossessed,  and  uprooted.   This  is  what  has 
come  to  be  known  as  the  "Palestine  Question" — which,  owing 
to  manifold  well  known  factors,  has  become  one  of  the  most 
confused,  complicated,  and  thorny  international  problems 
in  recent  years. 

The  problem  of  the  Palestine  refugees  is  one  aspect 
of  the  problem  of  Palestine.   In  view  of  its  dimensions 
and  urgency,  the  former  has  come  to  be  the  most  prominent 
aspect  of  the  latter.   While  this  emphasis  is  not  improper, 
it  should  not  be  allowed  to  become  exclusive. 

The  occupation  by  Israel  of  vast  parts  of  Palestine 
beyond  the  territory  originally  earmarked  for  the  Jewish 
State;  the  occupation  of  the  greater  part  of  Jerusalem 
(which  was  to  be  internationalized),  and  the  declaration 
thereof  as  virtual  capital  of  the  State;  the  confiscation 
and  exploitation  of  Arab  property,  estimated  at  over  500% 
of  Jewish  property  in  Israel; 8  the  discrimination  against 
the  155,000  Arab  inhabitants;  and,  finally,  the  refusal  of 
Israel  to  repatriate  the  one  million  refugees — -all  these 
are  inseparable,  integral  parts  of  one  and  the  same  problem. 

No  one  has  stated  the  problem  more  clearly  or  more 
dramatically  than  has  \$ie   President  of  Israel  himself,  in 
the  words  quoted  earlier: 

"I  am  certain  that  the  world  will  judge  the  Jewish 
State  by  what  it  will  do  with  the  Arabs.  "9 


o 

This   estimate   is  based  on   the  statistics  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment of  Palestine.    Within   Israel   and  Israel-held  territory,   Arab  prop 
erty  amounts   to  7,481,967   dunums,    while  Jewish  property  is   1,475,766 
dunums.    In   Israel -held  Jerusalem,   Arabs   own   5,478  dunums,    as   compared 
to  4,885  dunums  belonging  to  Jewish  owners.    Totals:    Arabs,    7,487,445 
dunums;   Jews,    1,480,651  dunums.      See  Hadawi,    Sami    (formerly  Land  Offi- 
cer  for   the  Government  of  Palestine),    Facts   and  St  at  J  sties,   Ramallah, 
August   1951   (in  Arabic),   pp.    8   and  9. 

Weizmann,    op.    cit.,    p.  462. 
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PART        TWO:      THE        SOLUTION 

CHAPTER   V 
REPATRIATION 


A.    Repatriation,    Resettlement,    Relief: 

The    only   just    and   lasting    solution    of   the    refugees 
problem    lies    in    the    direction   of   repatriation.     Repatriation 
is    the    absolute    right   of    all    the    refugees--and    must    be   made 
a   practical    possibility    for   every    refugee    willing    to    return 
home.     Only    those    refugees    who    choose    to    stay    in    their    lands 
of  enforced    exile   must    be    resettled;     and    it    is    the    respon- 
sibility   of   the    international    community    to    devise    reason- 
able   plans    for,     and    to    facilitate,    their    resettlement,    upon 
agreement    with    the    countries    concerned.       To    such    refugees, 
adequate    compensation    for    their   homes,    property,     furniture, 
business,    must    be    given    by    Israel,    on    an    individual    basis, 
and   in   measure    determined   by   an    international    agency.     Those 
who    are    to    be    repatriated,    as    well    as    those    Arabs    who   have 
remained    in    Israel,    must    be    guaranteed    full    rights    and 
freedoms — in    fact,     and   not   merely    in    proclamations.       Only 
vigilant    international    supervision,     at    least    in    the    first 
stages,     can    provide    adequate    guarantee. 

In    concession    to   practical    considerations,     it    might 
be    found   necessary    to    repatriate    the    refugees    by    stages — 
starting    with    the    Arabs    of  Jerusalem    and    the    Israeli-held 
territories    beyond    the   original    frontiers    of   the    Jewish 
State. 

Resettlement    operations,    however,     do    not    have 
to    await    the    conclusion    of   repatriation    operations:    if   a 
veridical  plebiscite    be    conducted   by    the    United   Nations 
to    determine    who    of   the    refugees    choose    to    remain    outside 
Israel    and    Israeli-held    territory,     realistic    plans    for 
resettlement    may    then   be    made    and    implemented   while    the 
repatriation    of   the    other    refugees    goes    on.       Hostility    to 
wholesale    resettlement   will    then  undoubtedly    give   way    to 
cooperation,    on    the    part   of   the    refugees    themselves,     the 
Arab    peoples,     and    the    Arab    Governments. 
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Relief  would  then  be  continued  only  to  the  extent 
that  it  will  be  required  by  the  changing  situation.   When 
the  hope  of  an  equitable  solution  prevails,  the  sting  of 
humiliation  and  the  sense  of  insecurity,  necessarily  accom- 
panying relief,  will  obviously  be  removed.  Perhaps  the  most 
praiseworthy  contribution  of  the  Memorandum  is  its  unequi- 
vocal stand  against  relief  as  a  solution  of  the  refugees 
problem,  against  "protracted  palliative  measures"  (page  7). 
Nowhere  do  we  find  ourselves  in  as  complete  an  agreement 
with  the  authors  of  the  Memorandum  as  in  this  instance. 

By  relief  you  may  feed  the  hungry,  clothe  the  naked, 
and  provide  the  homeless  with  shelter.   But,  beyond  this 
day-to-day  existence,  what  the  unfortunate  refugee  really 
needs  is  to    be    saved    from    his    very    status    as     "refugee." 
He  wants — and  ought — to  be  returned  to  his  home  and  busi- 
ness; to  be  re-integrated  within  the  larger  economy  of  life 
from  which  he  was  uprooted — so  that  his  dignity  and  indi- 
viduality and  ambition  may  be  restored,  and  so  that  he  may 
pick  up  once  more  the  threads  of  his  life,  and  assume  re- 
sponsibility for  himself  all  over  again.   Relief  does  not 
satisfy  the  yearnings  of  the  exile  for  his  home  and  country. 
Relief  does  not  restore  to  the  child  his  carefree  childhood, 
or  to  the  aged  his  respectability,  or  to  the  youth  that  zest 
without  which  life  itself  is  worthless.   Nor  does  relief 
impart  security:  it  is  in  itself  precarious,  ever  depen- 
dent upon  the  continued  interest  of  those  who  finance  and 
administer  it;  it  feeds  upon  sources  extraneous  to  itself, 
and  never  develops  roots  of  its  own  so  as  to  perpetuate 
itself. 

The  refugee  does  not  want  charity.   He  is  entitled 
to  his  human  dignity.   He  is  entitled  to  effective  assis- 
tance in  order  to  regain  his  lost  property  and  to  re-attain 
his  seriously  interrupted  normality. 

Relief  is  not  the  solution  for  the  problem:  relief 
is  at  best  a  transitory  measure  and  at  worst  a  suspens ion 
of    the    s olut i on . 


B.  The  Logic  of  Repatriation: 

1.   Repatriation  readily  suggests  itself  as  the 
natural  solution  for  the  refugees  problem  to  any  fair 
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observer  of  sound  common  sense.   As  the  late  Count  Folke 
Bernadotte  stated  in  his  report  to  the  General  Assembly- 
dated  September  16,  1948: 

"The  immediate  solution  of  the  problem  appeared 
to  be  the  return  to  their  homes  of  those  refugees  who 
desired  to  return.   Even  though  in  many  localities 
their  homes  had  been  destroyed,  and  their  furniture 
and  assets  dispersed,  it  was  obvious  that  a  solution 
for  their  difficulties  could  be  more  readily  found 
there  than  elsewhere."1 

2.  The  right  of  refugees  to  repatriation  has  been 
established  by  international  precedent.   In  its  resolution 
on  refugees  and  displaced  persons,  dated  June  21,  1946,  the 
United  Nations  Economic  and  Social  Council  categorically 
affirmed  that  general  principle.   The  preamble  of  the  Draft 
Constitution  of  the  then  proposed  International  Refugee 
Organization  stated: 

"That  as  regards  displaced  persons,  the  main  task 
to  be  performed  is  to  encourage  and  assist  in  every- 
way possible  their  early  return  to  their  country  of 
origin. n* 

In  accordance  with  this  resolution,  the  International  Refu- 
gee Organization  sought  repatriation  as  the  first  solution. 
Thus  in  a  pamphlet  on  the  IRO  issued  by  the  U.  N.  Department 
of  Public  Information  we  read:  "I.R.O.  gives  top  priority 
to  repatriation.  If  a  refugee  has  no  valid  objection  to 
returning ,  home  is  the  best  place  for  him  to  go."  ^  (Italics 
mine.  ) 

3.  The  Universal  Declaration  of  Human  Rights — 
hailed  by  many  as  the  greatest  single  achievement  of  the 
United  Nations — provides  that: 


1U.  N.  Document  A/648,  op.    cit.,    p.  48,   para.  7.  Cf.  ibid.,    p.  13, 
para.  3;  p.  14,  paras.  5  and  8;  p.  17,  para.  3(e);  p.  7,  para.  14. 

n 

U.  N.  Document  E/81/Rev.  1.    This   resolution  is  published  in   the 
Journal   of   the  Economic  and  Social  Council,    First  Year,    Second  Ses- 
sion, No.  29,   pp.  467-481.     See  p.  469,    para.  2  of  the  Preamble. 

q 
What    the  Uni  ted  Nations   Is  Doing    for  Refugees   and  Displaced 

Persons,   U.  N.  Publication    1948.1.13,    p.  5. 


50 

"Everyone  has  the  right  to  leave  any  country, 
including  his  own,  and  to  return  to  his  country.  "* 

4.   Even  entirely  apart  from  these  general  con- 
siderations, there  are  particular  resolutions  of  the  U.N. 
General  Assembly,  pertaining  specifically  to  the  problem 
of  the  Palestine  refugees,  and  calling  for  their  repatria- 
tion.  The  General  Assembly  resolution  of  December  11,  1948, 
provides : 

"...  that  the  refugees  wishing  to  return  to  their  homes 
and  live  at  peace  with  their  neighbors  should  be  per- 
mitted to  do  so  at  the  earliest  practicable  date,  and 
that  compensation  should  be  paid  for  the  property  of 
those  choosing  not  to  return  and  for  loss  of  or  damage 
to  property. " * 

These  provisions  have  been  reaffirmed  in  every    resolution 
on  the  refugees  adopted  by  the  General  Assembly  since  that 
date. 6 

Similarly,  the  Security  Council,  in  the  only    re- 
solution it  adopted  on  the  refugees,  decided  that  they  be 
repatriated.   Thus  the  pertinent  paragraph  of  the  resolu- 
tion of  May  18,  1951,  states: 

"The    S e curi ty    Council , 

«... 

"(a)    Decides    that    Arab    civilians    who    have    been    removed 


Article  13,   para.  2. 

Resolution  No.  194  (III),   Article  11.   U.  N.  Document  A/810, 
Official  Records   of  the  General  Assembly ,    Third  Session,    p.  24. 

6See  Resolution  No.  302   (IV)    of  December  8,    1949,    and  Resolution 
No.  394  (V)   of  December  14,    1950,    adopted  at  the   fourth  and  fifth  ses- 
sions  respectively  of  the  General  Assembly.    The  resolution  adopted  in 
the  sixth   (current)    session   also  notes    "with   regret"   that   the  Pales- 
tine Conciliation  Commission  had  been    "unable  to   fulfill   its  mandate 
under  the   resolutions  of  the  General  Assembly"   and  urges   the  govern- 
ments  concerned   "to  seek  agreement  with  a   view  to  an  early  settlement 
of  their  outstanding  differences,    in  confonnity  with  the   resolutions 
of  the  General  Assembly  on  Palestine. "   (Since   the  Official  Records  of 
the   sixth  session  are  not   yet   available,    these  phrases   are   reproduced 
here    from   a  dispatch  by   the  New  York   Times   correspondent  printed  in 
that  paper  January  27,    1952.) 
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from  the  demilitarized  zone  by  the  Government  of  Israel 
should  be  permitted  to  return  forthwith  to  their  homes 
.  .  .  ;  and 

"(b)  Holds  that  no  action  involving  the  transfer  of 
persons  across  international  frontiers,  armistice  line^ 
or  within  the  demilitarized  zone  should  be  undertaken 
without  prior  decision  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Mixed 
Armistice  Commission. "? 

5.   The  major  argument  for  repatriation,  however, 
is  that  it  is  the  unanimous  desire  of  the  refugees  them- 
selves.  They  have  invariably  made  it  clear  in  every  way 
and  on  every  occasion  that  they  want  to  go  back  home.   By 
notes  and  through  delegations  and  by  all  means  of  represen- 
tation, as  well  as  in  demonstrations  and  strikes,  they  have 
made  their  position  known  to  the  United  Nations  and  the 
world  at  large.   No  one  who  upholds  the  democratic  prin- 
ciple of  individual  and  collective  self-determination  can 
afford  to  argue  against  its  application  in  this  instance. 

The  clear  desire  of  the  refugees  to  return  to  their 
homeland  is  on  the  record.  The  following  testimonies,  which 
can  easily  be  multiplied,  will  suffice  to  indicate  the 
depth  and  genuineness  of  that  overwhelming  desire. 

a.--  The  Technical  Committee  on  Refugees,  which  was 
established  by  the  U.  N.  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission, 
and  which  carried  on  a  thorough  investigation  among  the 
refugees  themselves,  reported: 

"Refugee  opinion  as  expressed  from  time  to  time  to 
the  Committee  was  overwhelmingly  in  favour  of  return  to 
their  homes.   In  these  camps,  the  refugees,  when  asked 
if  they  wished  to  express  any  thoughts  to  the  Committee, 
invariably  displayed  an  extremely  emotional  and  deep- 
seated  desire  to  return  to  their  former  homes.   These 
opinions  were  gathered  from  the  refugees  themselves. 
The  Moukhtars    and  other  spokesmen  also  expressed  the 
same  opinion  on  behalf  of  the  refugees."8 

b.--  General  Kennedy,  former  Director  of  UNRWAPRNE, 
reported  in  1950: 


7U.  N.  Document  S/2157,  para.  12. 

8U.  N.  Document  A/ 1367,  op.    cit.,   p.  60, 
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"The    refugee,     individually    and   collectively,     is 
tired   of  his   present    condition.       Above    all,    he   wishes 
to    return    to   his    former   home    and   means    of   livelihood. 
...    He    is    resentful    of   the    fact    that   he   is    forced   to 
live    away    from  his    former  home    and    that   he   has    received 
no    compensation    for  his    losses.       He    is    also    resentful 
of  the    fact   that   his   money    in    banks    in    Israel    is    with- 
held   from  him. "^ 

c. --    Mr.    Blandford,    General    Kennedy fs    successor, 
reported   a  year   later: 

"The   desire    to    go    back    to    their   homes    is    general 
among    all    classes;     it    is    proclaimed   orally    at    all    meet- 
ings   and  organized   demonstrations,    and,    in   writing,    in 
all    letters    addressed    to    the    Agency. "^ 

d.--    In  July    1949,     a    conference    of  delegates    repre- 
senting  Palestinian    refugees    in    Syria,    Lebanon,    Jordan,     and 
Egypt    as    well    as    the    inhabitants    of  Arab-held    territories 
in   Palestine   adopted   a    resolution   which    says: 

"The    Arabs   of  Palestine    insist   upon    the    return 
of   the    refugees    to    their  homes    in    accordance   with 
the    resolution   of   the    General    Assembly,    including    the 
provisions    thereof   for    compensation   and    guarantees    of 
property   rights    and   personal    security. 

"They    reject   any   scheme   or   plan    calling    for   their 
resettlement    in    the    Arab    countries."11 

e.--    On  September   30,     1951,    another   conference    of 
delegates    of  the    refugees    adopted   a    resolution   which  stated: 

"(1)    Either   Palestine    or    elimination!       Nothing    will 
dissuade   us    from   our    desire    to    return. 
"(2)    We    reject,    and    shall    oppose,    all   plans    for   our 
resettlement,    inasmuch    as    they    are    efforts    to    complete 
our   expulsion    from    our   homeland.       We    appeal    to    the    Arab 
Governments    to    abstain    even    from    discussing    such    plans. 


9U.  N.  Document  A/1451/Rev.  1,    op.    cit.,   p.  5,   para.  28. 

10U.  N.  Document  A/1905,    op.    cit.,    p.  5,    para.  37. 

USee   text  in  Al-Islah   (New  York),    August  19,    1949.    Translated 
from  the  Arabic  text  of  the  resolution,    paragraph  4. 
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"(5)  We  consider  any  deviation  from  these  principles 

an  attack  upon  our  being,  ...  which  may  endanger  the 

security  and  stability  of  the  whole  Arab  East.... 

.... 

"(7)  Arab  Governments  represent  us  only  within  these 

desi  res.  "  " 

f.--    Finally,    American   observers    have    invariably 
encountered    this    overwhelming    desire    in    their   personal 
contacts    with    the    refugees.       To   mention   only    two:    Justice 
Douglas    describes    it   in   his    recent    book;  ^    and   Mr.    James 
Bell's    report    in    a    recent    issue    of  Life    Magazine-^    presents 
a    touching    picture   of  the    depth    and    genuineness    of   this 
desire. 


Text  in  Al-Jeel  Al-Jadeed  (Damascus),   October  2,    1951.    Trans- 
lated  from   the  Arabic   text  of  the   resolution. 

13 


Op.    cit.,   p.  201. 

"The  Forgotten  Arab  Refugees,"  op.    cit. 
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CONCLUSION 


Those   Americans    who    are    concerned   with    the    role 
which    their   country   plays    in    world    affairs    will    undoubtedly 
be    aware    of   the    impact    of    the    Palestine    refugees    problem 
upon    the    stability    of   the    Near    East    and   perhaps    the    peace 
of   the    world. 

Those    Americans    who    are    concerned   with    the    fate 
of   the    United   Nations    will,    no    doubt,     be    also    aware    of   the 
grave    danger    to    the    authority    of    that    world   organization 
latent    in    the    continued    defiance    by    the   State   of   Israel 
of    several    resolutions    and   proclamations    of   that    state's 
parent    body. 

Above    all,    no    American,     proud   of  the    glorious 
Christian-democratic    principles    ingrained   in   his    national 
traditions    and   way    of   life,     in    his    very   being,     can    afford 
to    be    insensitive    to    that    deep    wound    to    humanity    which    the 
Palestine    refugees    problem   constitutes. 

As    long    as    there    remains    but    one    refugee    child,     in 
the    encampments    of   Gaza   or   Amman,    who    is    forced   to    open    his 
eyes    at    dawn-break,    not    to    greet    a    bright    day    of  hope    and 
joy,    but    rather    to    meet    another    colorless    day   of  poverty 
and   want;     as    long    as    there    remains    but   one    aged    refugee    who 
is    forced   to    retire    in    the    evening,     in   his    cave   or    tent    or 
barracks,    not    after    a   happy    day    of   plenty    and   security,    but 
after    another    gloomy    day    of   anxiety    and   humiliation;     as 
long    as    there    remains    but    one    single    refugee    who,     though 
fully    capable    of   being    useful    to    himself   and    to    the    world, 
is   nonetheless    forced    instead    to    pass    a    dreary    day    of   idle- 
ness   and    despair:     so    long    will    these    silent    agonies    loudly 
proclaim    the   judgment    of    the    human    conscience    and    of   the 
human   heart   upon    the    circumstances    which    permit    this    plight 
of   God's    children    to    continue    on    God's    earth. 
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APPENDIX 


ON    THE    STANDARDS    OF    SCHOLARSHIP    IN    THE    MEMORANDUM 


A.    Distortion   of  Direct   Quotations: 

We    said   in    the    text    that    statements   which    are  pre- 
sented   as    direct    quotations    in    the    Memorandum    turn   out    to 
have    been   paraphrased   and   at    times    distorted.       In   evidence 
of   our    claim,    we    shall    cite    a    few    examples.       A   comparison 
of   the    following    statements   with    the    originals    which    they 
are    supposed    to    reproduce    faithfully    will    support   our 
charge : 

1.  The    quotation  on    page    11   of   the   Memorandum, 
which    is    presumably    taken    from   U.   N.   Document    A/ 1905    [op. 
cit.),    page    13,    paragraph   98. 

2.  The  quotation  on  page  26,  which  is  presumably 
taken  from  U.  N.  Document  A/ 1451/ Re  v.  1  [op.  cit.),  page  3, 
paragraph    16. 

3.  The    second    quotation    on    page    29,    which    is    pre- 
sumably   taken    from   U.  N.  Document    A/ 1905    {op.    cit.),    page   9, 
paragraph    64. 

4.  The    quotation    from  Mr.    Blandford's    report,    on 
page    33    of   the   Memorandum,    which    is    presumably    taken   from 
U.   N.   Document    A/ 1905    {op.    cit.),    pages    vii    and    3    (para- 
graph   15). 

We    have   used   the   word    "presumably"    because   the 
authors    do   not    indicate    the    exact    source    by   page   or   para- 
graph. 

These    statements,    and   many    others    like    them,    are 
submitted    in    the    guise    of   direct    quotations    and    faithful 
reproductions;     but   they   seem,    in    the    process    of   reproduc- 
tion,    to    have   undergone    some    transformation    which — however 
minor — is    still    a  violation   of   the    elementary    requirements 
of    faithful,     scholarly    reproduction. 
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But  there  are  other  statements  which  have  undergone 
more  radical  transformations  tantamount  to  distortion.  Thus 
on  page  29  of  the  Memorandum  we  read: 

"Still,  'the  refugees  are  better  off,'  says  Mr. 
Blandford,  'than  the  poorest  levels  of  the  native  popu- 
lation and  in  some  cases  better  off  than  the  Arabs  of 
Palestine.  f " 

But  a  comparison  of  this  statement  with  the  official  text 
of  the  report  ( U.  N.  Document  A/ 1905,  op.    cit.)    reveals  that 
what  Mr.  Blandford  actually    said  was  the  following  (page  5, 
paragraph  34 ) : 

"It  is  probably    true  to  say  that  the  refugees  are 
physically   better  off  than  the  poorest  levels  of  the 
population  of  the  host  countries;  and  in  some  cases 
better  off,  in    the    way    of    social    services,     than  they 
were  in  Palestine;  but,     in    their   minds,     the    overwhelm- 
ing   fact    of    being    uprooted    from    their    homes,    dependent 
and    yet    insecure ,     is    more    than    enough    to    cancel    out 
these    benefi ts . " 

The  discrepancies  between  the  original  and  the  re- 
production have  been  italicized.   The  careful  reader  will 
observe  the  following  five  discrepancies: 

1.  Omission  of  the  word  "probably"  at  the  beginning. 

2.  Whereas  Mr.  Blandford  affirmed  that  the  refugees 
are  physical ly   better  off  than  some  others,  the  Memorandum, 
by  omitting  the  word  "physically,"  gives  the  impression 
that  the  refugees  are  better  off  in  general,  in  every  way. 

3.  In  some  cases,  some  refugees  are  better  off 
than  they   were  in  Palestine,  says  Mr.  Blandford,  not    than 
" the    Arabs    of   Palestine,"    as  the  Memorandum  makes  him  say. 

4.  Mr.  Blandford,  in  his  comparison  of  the  earlier 
with  the  present  situations  of  the  underprivileged  refugees, 
makes  it  clear  that  the  comparison  is  "in  the  way  of  social 
services"  only;  by  deleting  this  crucial  phrase,  the  Memo- 
randum gives  the  false  impression  that  the  comparison  is 
absolute. 

5.  The  importance  of  the  entire  deletion  of  the 
latter  part  of  Mr.  Blandford's  statement  is  obvious. 
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B.    Sources    and   References    in    the    Memorandum: 

Perhaps    the   most   obvious    defect    of   the   Memorandum 
is    the    quality    and  nature   of   its    sources    and   the   manner   of 
its    references    to    these    sources. 

Very    rarely   did   we    find    in    the    117   pages   of  the 
Memorandum    some    specific    reference    to    the    exact   source   of 
a    statement   or   the    authority    for    an    allegation. 

The    sources   themselves    are    frequently   secondary   and 
often   unreliable.      We   have    shown    in    detail   how,    on    certain 
occasions,     the    authors    lump    together    some    irrelevant,    dis- 
torted,   or    questionable    statements,     few   of   which   have    any 
bearing    on    the    subject   and  none   of   which    supports    the   claim 
or   thesis    then   under   consideration.       We    refer    the    reader   to 
chapter    II,     section  B    (pp.    15    ff.  )    and   chapter    III,    section 
C    (pp.    28    f f .  )    of  this   study,    in   particular. 


C.     Inaccuracies- -Facts    and   Figures 


There    are   many   other    forms    of   inaccuracy    and   dis- 
tortion   in    the   Memorandum  which   mu^st    be    exposed. 

Besides    the    inaccuracies    already   mentioned   in   sec- 
tion  G    of   chapter   II   (pp.    20    f f .  )    of   this    study,    we   may   cite 
the    following: 

On   page   85   of  the   Memorandum   we    are    told   that  — 

"In   the    space   of  three  years,    almost    twice    as   many 
Jews    entered   Israel    as   had    entered   Palestine    during   the 
twenty-nine-year  period   of   the   British   mandate.       Under 
the   mandate,    a   total    of  390,580    Jews    entered  Palestine 
between   January   1,    1919    and   May    14,     1948. " 

But    the    statistics   of  the   Jewish    Agency    tell    a   different 
story.       Not    390,580    but    497,393   Jews    entered   Palestine 
under   the   British   mandate.       (See    the    tables    reproduced   in 
Cohen,     op.    cit.,    Appendix   III.)       It    is    far    from   correct, 
then,    to    speak   of  the   Jewish    immigrants    into    Israel    (esti- 
mated  by    the    authors    at   669,518)    as    "almost    twice   as   many" 
as    the   half-a-million  Jews   who   had    entered   Palestine   under 
the   British    mandate. 
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On  page  35  of  the  Memorandum  we  read  that  the 
General  Assembly  resolution  of  December  14,  1950,  was 
adopted  "after  a  debate  which  lasted  from  November  1,  to 
December  6.  "   The  truth,  however,  is  that  the  debate  did 
not  last  that  long  at  all.   The  debate,  which  started  on 
November  1,  was  suspended  on  November  8,  after  only  six 
meetings,  and  was  not  resumed  until  November  27.   This  is 
obvious  to  anyone  who  looks  at  the  records  of  the  Ad  Hoc 
Political  Committee,  and  is  also  confirmed  by  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Secretary-General  for  1950-51  ( U.  N.  Document 
A/ 1844),  where  we  read  on  page  6  that: 

"The  Ad    Hoc    Political  Committee,  at  its  31st  to 
36th  meetings  and  its  61st  to  72nd  meetings  inclusive, 
considered  the  sub-item  relating  to  the  repatriation 
of  Palestine  refugees,  together  with  another  sub-item 
relating  to  the  report  of  the  Conciliation  Commission. 


D.  Misleading  Statements: 

On  page  74  of  the  Memorandum  we  find  the  following 
words:  "In  1950,  83  per  cent  of  Arab  children  attended 
school,  as  against  45  per  cent  in  1944-1945."   Entirely 
apart  from  the  accuracy  or  inaccuracy  of  this  statement, 
it  is  misleading.   For  the  number  of  Arab  children  in 
Palestine  was  not  the  same  on  the  two  dates;  rather,  it 
had  undergone  an  unprecedented  and  unnatural  reduction 
in  the  meantime,  due  to  the  forcible  displacement  of  one 
million  Arabs,  which  left  only  165,000  Arabs  in  Israel. 
Considering  that  the  school  buildings  of  the  past  are 
still  largely  available,  and  that  teachers  can  easily  be 
recruited  from  among  the  mainly  unemployed  Arabs  of  Israel, 
the  fact  that  83  per  cent  of  the  considerably  decreased 
numbers  of  Israel's  Arab  children  attend  school  is  not 
as  impressive  as  it  sounds  in  the  statement  just  quoted. 

Another  misleading  section  of  the  Memorandum  is 
the  one  bearing  the  title  "U.  N.  Delegations  Underscore 
Resettlement"  (pages  36-37).   The  unqualified  expression 
"U.  N.  Delegations"  refers— as  the  reading  of  the  section 
reveals — to  four   delegations  only:  namely,  those  of  Canada, 
Australia,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the  United  States. 
Quite  obviously,  the  United  States  and  three  countries 
of  the  British  Commonwealth  are  not  the  whole  of  the 
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United  Nations.   Nor  does  the  fact  that  a  few  delegations 
out  of  sixty  "underscored  resettlement"  outweigh  the  fact 
that  in    every    single    instance    a  majority  of  at    least    two- 
thirds    of  the  Members  of  the  United  Nations  present  and 
voting  has  reaffirmed  the  principle  of  repatriation  (as 
was  shown  in  chapter  V,  section  B,  item  4,  pp.  50-51). 


E.  Falsehoods 

One  might  condone  minor  or  major  inaccuracies  and 
even  misleading  statements  in  a  memorandum  the  signatories 
of  which  probably  had  no  time  to  check  on  what  the  authors 
had  drafted  for  them.   But  one  may  find  it  difficult  to 
condone  statements  which  are  absolutely  false,  about  facts 
which  ought  to  be  fairly  well  known  to  anyone  presumably  so 
interested  in  the  subject  as  to  sign  a  memorandum  dealing 
with  it.   For  example,  on  page  79  we  read:  "At  the  meetings 
of  the  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  in  October  1951, 
the  Arab  states  refused  to  agree  to  a  pledge  of  non-aggres- 
sion against  Israel,  a  pledge  offered  by  Israel  to  the  Arab 
states."   The  records  of  the  United  Nations  prove  that  this 
statement  is  untrue.   In  a  press  release  issued  by  the  U.N. 
Department  of  Public  Information  (No.  PAL/657,  dated  Octo- 
ber 20,  1951),  the  U.  N.  Public  Information  Officer  with  the 
Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  wrote  that: 

"...  the  Commission  announced  that  non-aggression 
pledges  formulated  by  both  parties  contributed  to  the 
creation  of  a  favorable  atmosphere  and  constituted  a 
basis  for  the  consideration  of  the  Commission's  pro- 
posals for  a  solution  of  the  Palestine  problem.  "  (P.  1.) 

To  the  Israeli  complaint  that  the  Arab  non-aggression  de- 
claration was  limited  and  objectionable,  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission,  Mr.  Ely  Palmer  of  the  United  States, 
replied  as  follows: 

"The  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  carefully 
studied  the  observations  contained  in  your  letter.   The 
Palestine  Conciliation  Commission's  intention  was  ob- 
taining from  both  parties  at  the  outset  of  the  present 
discussions  an  expression  of  their  pacific  intentions 
and  of  their  desire  to  promote  the  settlement  of  out- 
standing differences  with  a  view  to  creating  a  favor- 
able atmosphere  for  continuation  of  these  discussions. 
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"On  6  October,  the  Palestine  Conciliation  Commis- 
sion stated  in  a  letter  to  the  parties,  the  Commission 
considered  'the  parties  by  offering  their  formulations, 
have  contributed  to  the  creation  of  a  favorable  atmos- 
phere for  the  present  discussions  and  for  the  promotion 
of  the  return  of  permanent  peace  in  Palestine. ' 

"The  Palestine  Conciliation  Commission  considered 
the  formulation  put  forward  by  the  delegations  of  Egypt, 
Jordan,  Lebanon  and  Syria  in  the  strictly  limited  sense 
defined  in  the  previous  paragraph."  {Ibid.,    page  2.  ) 

Among  other  newspapers,  the  New   York    Times    carried  a  report 
on  this  reply  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Conciliation  Commis- 
sion in  its  issue  of  October  16,  1951. 

That  the  Arab  States  did  issue  a  declaration  of 
goodwill,  as  requested  by  the  Conciliation  Commission,  and 
that  this  declaration  was  officially  considered  satisfac- 
tory by  the  Commission  itself,  are  objective  facts  which 
are — or  ought  to  be — matters  of  common  knowledge  to  every 
responsible  student  of  the  Palestine  problem.   That  Israel 
chose  to  consider  the  Arab  declaration  objectionable  neither 
alters  those  facts  nor  justifies  the  statement  in  the  Memo- 
randum that  "the  Arab  states  refused  to  agree  to  a  pledge 
of  non-aggression  against  Israel. " 


F.  Partiality  in  the  Guise  of  Impartiality: 

This  instance  is  but  one  illustration  of  what  is 
perhaps  the  most  obvious  feature  of  the  Memorandum:  namely, 
that  the  authors  apparently  chose  to  rely  upon  the  Israeli 
version  of  facts  and  events  rather  than  upon  the  objective 
and  official  records  of  those  facts,  even  in  cases  where 
there  can  be  no  "differences  of  points  of  view.  "   Often 
in  the  Memorandum  we  find  official  United  Nations  figures 
discarded  in  favor  of  Israeli  figures,  official  United 
Nations  records  ignored  in  favor  of  one-sided  Zionist 
records.   As  the  editors  of  The    Christian    Century    observed, 
in  an  editorial  entitled  "Rival  Plan  to  Help  Arab  Refugees 
Proposed,  "  which  appeared  in  the  issue  of  January  9,  1952; 

"From  its  start  with  an  assertion  that  the  refugees 
fled  from  Israel  in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the 
Arab  Higher  Committee — no  mention  being  made  of  the 
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effect  of  such  massacres  as  that  at  D'er  Yassein  on  the 
fears  of  the  Arab  villagers--to  its  conclusion,  this 
proposal  subscribes  to  the  Zionist  point  of  view  and  is 
couched  in  language  calculated  to  stir  up  once  more  all 
the  old  animosities.   We  do  not  question  the  motives 
which  led  the  distinguished  men  who  signed  this  pamph- 
let to  lend  their  names  to  a  document  they  probably  had 
little  part  in  drafting.   We  wonder,  however,  whether 
they  realized  that  they  were  thus  becoming  parties  to  a 
plan  which  had  no  chance  of  going  into  effect  but  which 
had  every  prospect  of  doing  great  mischief,  including 
the  difficulties  it  will  create  for  the  U.  N.  plan." 

Under  the  guise  of  objectivity  and  impartiality, 
the  authors  of  the  Memorandum  have  invariably  followed  the 
official  Zionist  line — uncritically  and  often  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  incontestable  truths  revealed  in  the  most 
authoritative  and  objective  documents. 

Why  this  violation  of  the  authors'  professed  objec- 
tivity?  Why  this  patent  discrepancy  between  appearance  and 
substance,  between  avowed  and  real  purposes?   Perhaps  the 
answer  can  be  surmised  from  the  candid  words  of  the  editor 
of  Jewish   Newsletter    (New  York,  Vol.  VIII,  No.  3,  February  4, 
1952,  page  3) : 

"The  scene  has  undergone  a  considerable  change  of 
late.   The  Arab  refugee  problem  is  no  longer  taboo  and 
is  being  discussed  at  great  length  both  in  Israel,  and 
even  in  the  Zionist  press  of  this  country....   It  was 
doubtlessly  under  the  pressure  of  these  changed  condi- 
tions, that  the  Zionists  of  America  have  also  lately 
taken  cognizance  of  the  existence  of  the  Arab  refugees 
and  have  issued  a  pamphlet  of  113  [sic]  pages,  entitled, 
'The  Arab  Refugee  Problem.  How  It  Can  Be  Solved.  '  The 
pamphlet    is,    strange ly    enough,    not    issued    by    the    Zion- 
ists    themselves ,     but    by    a    group    of    prominent    American 
supporters    of    Zionism    and    is    pub  li  shed    under    the    aus- 
pices   of    the    Nation   Associates,     but    no    attempt    is    made 
to    hide    the    fact    that    the    statement    represents    anything 
but    the    official    Israeli    position    on    the    problem." 
( Italics  mine. ) 
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